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Canada: 28 October 98

A poet in Wonderland


                                        The slim volume
that put Ottawa's Stephanie Bolster on the shortlist for
the Governor General's Literary Award for poetry is a
shimmering series of linked works inspired by the real-life
Alice and the man who fictionalized her._

Stephanie Bolster was barely a teenager when her father
showed her the National Geographic.      

Captured there in a black-and-white photograph taken more
than a century before was a young woman, crimps and
curls of hair cascading toward her waist. 

That young lady, Thomas Bolster told his daughter in their
suburban Vancouver home, was the inspiration for Alice in
Wonderland. 

"I don't think I'd ever thought about the Alice books being
based on a real person," Bolster says, recalling the moment
in a Byward Market cafe with a shake of her own curled
head. "And I had certainly never imagined Alice as an
adult." 

Fifteen years later, Bolster, now 29 and living in Ottawa,
is still not precisely sure why the episode affected her so
deeply. As a child, she'd found the Lewis Carroll classics
a bit frightening, and, if truth be told, not all that
interesting. 

But something in the photo stayed with her -- "perhaps it
was that quality of lostness that has always fascinated me"
-- leading the writer to other encounters with Alice and,
eventually, to a place on the shortlist for the Governor
General's Literary Award for poetry, announced last week. 
The slim volume that put her there, White Stone: The Alice
Poems (Vehicule Press, $12), is a series of linked works
inspired by the real-life Alice and her relationship with
the man who fictionalized her in Wonderland. 

From the disquieting and sensuous tone set by the book's
first poem, Dark Room, through the playfulness and satire
of Alice's encounters with contemporary icons such as Elvis
and Princess Diana, Bolster takes the reader on a journey
that is intensely personal and, at times, almost academic. 
The writing is sometimes spare, sometimes rich, but always
luminous and teasingly full of references to the original
Alice books. 

The jury that nominated the book for the Governor General's
prize summarized the poems -- Bolster's first published
collection -- as "elegant" and a "compelling mixture of
fiction, myth and anachronistic history." 

Writing this summer in the Montreal Gazette, critic Judith
Fitzgerald put it this way: "Bolster simply dazzles with
technical virtuosity, her near-perfect ear finely tuned to
jive with both Alice in Wonderland and the real life of
Alice Lindell, the girl who sat for Charles Dodgson's
camera and inspired his fame as Lewis Carroll." 

At the core of the book is a set of disturbing questions
about the nature of the association between Dodgson and
Alice. 

In fact, the title comes from a diary entry made by Dodgson
on the day he met Alice: "I mark this day with a white
stone," a common Victorian expression for lucky day. 
Dodgson was a shy mathematics professor with a heavy
stutter, which left him only when he was with the little
girls whose company he ardently sought. He was also a
skilled photographer, and took many pictures of the girls
he cultivated, sometimes showing them naked in suggestive
poses. 

In the nearly 140 years since he fictionalized Alice under
the pen name Lewis Carroll, Dodgson has been condemned as a
pedophile, a blasphemer (he was also a clergyman) and even
a drug-taking visionary. 

Conjecture that Dodgson was a pedophile has been heightened
by his sudden and unexplained rift with the family of young
Alice Liddell. The pages of his diary referring to the
incident were destroyed by a niece, and Alice's mother
burned Dodgson's correspondence with her daughter.  After 
the episode that sparked the break between the Liddells 
and Dodgson, Alice rarely saw the writer again.

But Carroll's books, and the fame they brought, remained a
central part of the rest of her rather ordinary life. 
Bolster believes that by taking Alice out of Wonderland --
she listens to the Beatles during San Francisco's summer of
love, heads into the woods with Christopher Robin, visits
Memphis with Elvis, goes underground with Persephone -- she
has provided a sort of literary liberation for Liddell. 

"That how it feels to me sometimes -- that I was letting
her go," she says. "The places I take her in the book were
not necessarily happy experiences, but that's part of the
perpetual lostness that can be found in the characters of
both the fictional Alice and the real Alice." 

While Bolster conducted extensive research into Alice's
life, she initially resisted the idea. 

"I was worried the poems would be of interest to scholars
and no one else," she says. "I wanted them to be personal
and accessible. I wanted people to connect." 

Placing Alice in a much wider, sometimes contemporary
context seemed the way to balance that goal with a need to
base her poetic interpretations on authentic detail. 
The formula apparently worked. At her readings, Bolster
says people respond most intensely to the poems in which
Alice is given a personality, or in which the poet herself
is involved as a co-traveller with Alice. 

As is the case with most Canadian poetry, White Stone is
not widely known. Even after its nomination for one of
Canada's top literary prizes last week, it was not among
the special displays of shortlisted titles at many local
bookstores. 

But it has been a critical success and helped to establish
Bolster -- already the recipient of two other prestigious
poetry awards -- among the vanguard of a wave of gifted
young Canadian poets. 

A new collection of her poetry will be released next
spring. And while it will not be devoted to one subject,
two portions of the collection are thematically linked by
the visual arts. 

One of those sections was inspired by the works of Quebec
artist Jean-Paul Lemieux, whose paintings helped her
decipher Quebecoise culture during a year spent in Quebec
City in the mid-1990s. The other was stimulated by
paintings, mostly European, at the National Gallery, where
Bolster holds a day job as a contract writer-editor. 

Like the Alice poems, the new pieces were several years in
the works, a byproduct of Bolster's habit of constant
reworking and reshaping. 

"I always have been and always will be a perfectionist,"
she says with a smile. "The trick is to know when to stop
trying to make things more perfect."

-----------------------------------------------------------
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UK: October 24 1998  


  Teenage fiction used to be dressed-up morality tales, until
  19-year-old novelist Rebbecca Ray. Her sexy, damaged heroine 
  makes Lolita look pure. Another publishing hype or a real 
  talent?

  _Lottie Moggach_ reports 


A Certain Age, by Rebbecca Ray 

Rebbecca Ray lives in a flat in Canary Wharf; an odd
choice, you might think, for a 19-year-old writer. "Me and
my boyfriend had to leave this place we had in Chelsea,"
she explains as we walk past suits eating their lunch, "and
we saw this and thought, it may be pretty featureless, but
the price is right. Also, I come from Wales, and I like
having space." 

Once up on the 12th floor, the location seems appropriate.
The flat looks across to the millennium dome; and Ray could
be said to represent the future, if not of writing then of
publishing. Her debut novel *A Certain Age*, about a
precocious 13 year old who has an affair with a 27-year-old
man, was snapped up after a few chapters were sent to an
agent. "They phoned at five to nine the next morning and
said they wanted to meet me," Ray grins, lighting a
cigarette. "I was blown away." 

You can imagine their excitement. *A Certain Age* is
everything the book world is thirsting for now; fresh,
provocative (it begins: "I was about thirteen when I
started letting the boys feel me up"), full of details
about sex and drugs, and written by a good-looking
teenager. Ray was conscious of its marketing potential.
"I'd been assaulted by people telling me it was impossible
to get published, so I wanted something that was going to
leap out from the very first page." 

It's actually pretty easy to get published now, if you're
like Ray. Since the phenomenal success of Nick Hornby and
Helen Fielding, semi-autobiographical slices-of-life are
what sell. "I'm not a great ideas person," admits Ray
cheerfully. "I just wanted to write about a girl growing
away from her family. I was that age, so I felt close to
it." 

Ray insists however that, although she did have a
relationship with a thirtysomething man when she was 15,
the book is not autobiographical. Thankfully so, as the
story is harsh and depressing. The girl (she doesn't have a
name) is a sex object for the most degrading men; from
brutish groping in the playground to the emotionally blunt,
alcoholic older-man Oliver who, when he sees that she has
carved "hate" on her arm in self-loathing, walks away
saying, "I'm not taking any f***ing responsibility for
that." The character's home life is no better. "It is very
unhappy," says Ray, "but happy people are boring to write
about." 

In contrast, her own home life was, she says, "a wonderful
atmosphere to grow up in. My parents both wrote children's
books, and there was a lot of creativity in the house." At
school, though, Ray was unhappy. "Because my parents
treated me as an adult, I didn't really have a lot in
common with people of my own age." 

After GCSEs, she joined a creative writing course. "I wrote
a couple of short stories, and thought - I don't have
anything to do now. I can either do A-levels and then get a
sh***y job, or try and make a go of it." Her parents, she
says, were incredibly understanding. "They said, 'It may
take five years, but we think you've got the talent, and
we'll support you'. " 

Weren't they worried that people will presume the book is
autobiographical? "They are a bit worried how it will
reflect on them. And they're worried about stalkers and
things like that," Ray says. And were they shocked about
the content? "They're pretty unshockable. If you've got
teenage children, you're well aware of what's going on in
the world." 

Lots of people, though, *will* be taken aback by Ray's view
of childhood. If *A Certain Age* really is a truthful
depiction of 13-year-old life these days, then I'm
seriously out of touch, and I'm only 21. Which is why youth
is valued so highly by publishers; the world is changing
fast. So as well as reflecting the moment for other
teenagers, books such as Ray's will also appeal to older
folk who want to have this species explained to them. 
However, there is a dark side to *A Certain Age.* The cover
is a photograph of a pair of schoolgirl's legs, bruised and
suggestively askew. And if Ray's description of a
teenager's thoughts when idly squeezing the head of a
Barbie doll - "When you did it really fast, when you popped
her in and out as quick as possible, her head would make a
sucking noise. Like gobbing someone off, I thought" - had
been written by a man, there would be an outcry; by a
teenage girl, it is raw and truthful, a social document. 

So where does all this leave the traditional, romantic idea
of a writer; straining to get an idea, plotting, polishing
and agonising to create a novel that will transcend
everyday experience? Dumped in unread corners of the
literary section, while their younger, more photogenic
counterparts get huge advances and hold court on television
and features pages. 

"Traditional" writers might glean consolation from the fact
that many of this new breed are planning to move into film.
Amy Jenkins said that her first novel, *HONEYmoon* (for
which she was paid 600,000 as part of a two-book deal), is
the basis for a script; Ray says that film is where her
real interests lie and she is working on a screenplay. 

And anyway, who can blame Ray for being savvy enough to
take a slice of the action. (Incidentally, *A Certain Age*
is a lot better than most teenage fiction; Ray has strong
characters and a good ear for dialogue, and will probably
do very well in film.) 

"I think a whole generation of people are growing up much
younger, and tending to educate themselves. It seems to be
part of a trend, and I think it's a great thing," Ray says.
She defends her career path: "You can't help being marketed
on the fact that you're young. It can backfire on you
later, though." Gesturing out of the window at the grey
dots of office workers below in Canary Wharf, she
continues, "You just have to do it if you don't want to be
doing that." 

*A Certain Age is published on November 5. 

                      _A CERTAIN AGE_
                      By Rebbecca Ray_
                  Penguin, 5.99 (Fiction)
                     ISBN 0 140 27559 2
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The San Sebastian Film Festival, 1998

Murder, pedophilia, drug addiction, Cameron Diaz -- the San
Sebastian Film Festival offers current cinema in a nutshell
(or perhaps a seashell, in keeping with its first prize,
the Concha del Oro). Here, though, the cinematically
commonplace seems refreshing and revelatory. Perhaps it's
the resort town's pristine horseshoe beach and the cozy
tavernas in the narrow 17th-century streets offering
succulent Basque cuisine. 

<snip>                            Fernando Leon de Aranoa's
*Barrio*, one of the best Spanish entries screened, is a
genial portrait of three teens in an impoverished Madrid
suburb; gritty, intelligent and funny, it's marred by a
melodramatic ending (Aranoa won the Silver Shell for best
director). And Iranian director Abolfazl Jalili's *Don*, a
somewhat tedious, somewhat incoherent neo-realistic account
of an urchin without identity papers, is perhaps most
remarkable for its critique of his homeland's social policy
(it won the Jury Prize).

   [ Hmm, review doesn't actually say which file features 
     paedophilia - can anyone enlighten ? ]
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Title:


New Statesman (1996)
   
Pictures of Innocence: The History and Crisis of Ideal Childhood.
by Anne Higonnet 
Thames & Hudson, 14.95


Except in the case of child pornography, objections to displays of child
nudity in art, photography or life can show adults at their most
hypocritical. Too often opposition to naked images of children is an
attempt to deny that they are indeed sexual beings at an early stage of
development. The 20th century has been most noticeably neurotic in this
matter. The Kodak Processing Company, in one early example, requested
Vanessa Bell to "please mark the rolls of film which contained images
unsuitable for the eyes of the young ladies". Years later, in 1981, her
son Quentin Bell wrote that the "great quantity of undraped youth" once
objected to would today pass unnoticed. But Vanessa Bell's Family Album
contains images that now would certainly be considered obscene.

How have we arrived at this position? Anne Higonnet, an American art
historian, attempts to provide an answer in her cogent study. She begins
by examining the 18th-century invention of the "Romantic child" by
Reynolds, Gainsborough and others. Their aristocratic patrons preferred
images of childhood which looked not forward to adulthood but back to a
personal Arcadia, shared with pets, toys and other children.

These images, by the next century, were circulating among a new, moneyed
middle class, via commercial prints and advertisements. Professional
photography, more convincingly realistic than any other medium,
eventually put its own stamp on this ideal of Romantic childhood. The
visual signs of young innocence - invented and refined by painters -
were now rendered invisible by a medium convincing enough to make the
cleverest technical devices seem natural.

The inevitable backlash against the idealisation of childhood came from
magazines such as Punch, with its cartoons of forlorn, prematurely
worldly chimney sweeps, and the Beano, with its gallery of grotesque and
delinquent children. But photography held on to the image of the perfect
child; having discovered a potential gold mine, no one was in a hurry to
give it up. Amateur photographers cannily learnt to wait for the "right"
moment, which conformed to people's visual expectations, before taking
pictures.

But, Higonnet contends, our old certainties are being undermined by the
arrival of, among other things, the knowing child of the Calvin Klein
advertisement series; by the artwork on album covers such as Nirvana's
Nevermind; and by the work of those photographers who use their own
children as models. Not surprisingly, celebrities such as Madonna, with
her instinctive feel for the spirit of the age, have got in on the act
by agreeing to be photographed in the style of a sexy young girl.

The collapse of our old visual certainties, most of which were
fantasy-based anyway, has not passed without struggle. A fear of child
pornography, in existence from the earliest days of photography, is
increasingly being invoked as a way of undermining professional
photographers who want to represent childhood as it appears to them.
Exhibiting intimate pictures of your own children and so violating a
privacy to which even the youngest have some claims is not to everyone's
taste. But objections to child nudity per se are ridiculous and
contemptible.

An exaggerated fear of child pornography, Higonnet argues, has led to
restrictive censorship, on both sides of the Atlantic, at a time when
resources would be better spent on preventing child abuse at source. She
understands that the image of the knowing child is deliberately
ambiguous, but she questions whether there is such a thing as absolute
psychic and sexual innocence. Yet like Henry James's fictional
child-heroine Maisie, no one can ever tell what exactly she and indeed
all other children have ever really known.

Nicholas Tucker is a lecturer in cultural and communities 
studies, University of Sussex
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Source: History Today
Date: May 1996

A picture of innocence?

(attitudes about nude pictures of children)
 
A 50s baby, at a few months old I was photographed naked on the
hearth-rug in our front room. Such images were a common-place in that
decade: cliched. Thousands of such pictures must have been taken.
Thousands of others record children and adolescents playing unclothed in
suburban gardens. There is nothing out of the ordinary in such images.
These pictures document visions of seemingly innocent, untroubled
childhoods.

What happened recently to the newsreader Julia Somerville, her partner
Jeremy Dixon, and Somerville's daughter, demonstrates that attitudes
have changed. Some commercial photographic processors have codes of
practice under which they will not develop photographs of naked
children, others rely on the gut feelings of their staff. In some cases
they will refer questionable' material to the relevant authorities. And
if that happens the family becomes tangled up with the law, and in its
wake the intervention of social workers, psychiatrists and a battery of
experts'. Such events are surprisingly common, but not always so easily
justified. We only heard about the Somerville case because one of the
protagonists is a public figure.

For my parents, and for the generations that preceded them, photographs
of naked children were either amusing moments of naivete - future
memories in the photo album - or else sublime representations of an
ephemeral, unconscious, beauty. In British society, and not
coincidentally in American culture, since the late 1970s photographs of
naked children have become part of a moral climate which sees them as
representations of sexual abuse and predatory adult desire.

At the same time as the Victorians invented photography they initiated a
set of discourses which organised sex, prohibiting certain desires and
practices, but also naming them for the first time. The body became,
almost simultaneously, the subject of a particular mode of
representation - one stressing its reality' - and the subject of
regulation. This intimate connection between what we see as individuals
and what we police as a society has been maintained to the present. The
depiction of children, naked, in photographs, is as old as the medium,
and the present furore which surrounds such imagery is an inevitable
consequence of the historic relationship between representation and
regulation.

As early as 1847 J.T. Withe produced an album containing explicitly
erotic scenes with children and naked portraits of young girls. Graham
Ovenden, an expert on Victorian photography, estimates that postcards,
which were of course used to convey much early photographic pornography,
featured five times as many nude studies of children as of adults.

So the naked child, as a mediated image, entered what we might call
mass-culture'. But photography as a true mass medium, both as a means of
press communication and as a social phenomenon, was still many years
away. Anyone could have a cheap portrait taken by a professional, but
otherwise the cost of cameras, as well as of materials and processing,
together with access to leisure, limited photography to being a practice
that was specifically middle and upper class. Talented amateurs like
Julia Margaret Cameron and Lady Clementia Hawarden were able to use the
children of their families and household in carefully posed tableaux of
statuesque innocence with appropriate, legitimating, motifs from
classical art and literature.

The ordinary' nakedness of children either went unrecorded - play being
too spontaneous for the still - cumbersome equipment, or unposed nudity
being excluded from the bourgeois household - or else was used by early
documentarists as an index of social deprivation. Oscar Gustave
Reijlander, who produced a number of studies of nude girls in the 1860s,
also worked for Barnado, recording the transformation of urban squalor
in a series of before and after' images. These were subsequently printed
onto visiting cards and had a wide circulation. Within thirty years of
its development, photography had managed to typify the nude child as
either erotic subject, aestheticised innocent (often with a concealed
erotic sub-text), or victim.

Of course, the Victorians were no more free from moral panics than we
are. Police raids and confiscations of 'indecent' materials were not
uncommon. Groups such as the Society for the Suppression of Vice were
always vigilant. In 1874 more than 130,000 prints were removed from the
Pimlico studios of one Henry Hayler. What constituted pornography was
considerably less clear cut than even in our own blurry age, but by 1862
certain postcards were denied open access to the postal service. Adult
nudity both in painting and photography was often legitimised by
reference to the antique or the exotic - for example in the late
nineteenth-century homo-erotic classic "The Oath of the Horatii'.
Because the child was perceived as pure and untainted by sin, there were
possibilities for an adult-produced eroticism in its representation
which escaped such mediations.

The important differences between the nineteenth century and
contemporary events were firstly that the family was excluded from
intervention by the law - there were no problematic snap-shots, and the
idea of abuse was unthinkable - and secondly that the innocence' which
Victorian culture projected on to the child largely excluded possible
correlations between nudity and sexuality.

The obsessive documentation of young girls by the author Lewis Carroll
was not perceived as a problem, certainly not by the family of his
favourite model, Alice Liddell. It was only when Carroll asked for the
hand in marriage of the girl that the Liddells severed relations. It 
is unlikely that there was ever any sexual relation between Carroll 
and his models. For him their images represented both unattainable 
objects of desire, and unattainable beauty.

But for Carroll, and probably for many other Victorian men, the
photographic image must have often stood in for repressed sexual
desires. Those desires themselves may well not have been paedephilic.
Carroll was clearly uncomfortable with his sexual identity and the
gender role expected of a Victorian patriarch. Alice Liddell - as model
for the fictional Alice in Wonderland - was both object of desire and
alter-ego. However it was bound to sexual drives, Carroll's fantasy and
the possibility of action were profoundly separated. Because of his
secure position within society (upper-middle class, clergyman and
respected scholar) Carroll was trusted by the parents of his models and
by the children themselves. The apparatus which might have policed his
activities was as primitive, by today's standards, as his camera.
The class-based tradition of nude portraiture, both of the individual
child and of family groups, has continued in Britain to the present day.
The photographer Ron Oliver advertised his services in the pages of
society' magazines such as Harpers & Queen. When he was arrested in 1992
and his entire portfolio impounded, The Daily Mail ran a story that he
was implicated in a high-society child-porn ring, involving many leading
families. The claim was ridiculous. All of Oliver's clients were
commissioning his work and any nudity involved full consent. Oliver was
never charged, but his business was ruined. When Graham Ovenden's house
was searched as part of the same operation the police seized portraits
by the Photographer Royal of the 1920s and 30s, Marcus Adams. Adams'
nude subjects included several children of the Royal household.
Interestingly, the aesthetic study, nudity announced in the name of art,
is least often challenged. Its perceived quality, its artistic merit,
legitimises any eroticism. Both Customs and Excise and the Obscene
Publications Squad, the responsible agencies, claim to be able to spot
unerringly the difference between art and child pornography. Otherwise
their unwritten criterion is allegedly that any posed nude picture of a
child is indecent. The response has to be, when does a child not pose in
front of a camera?

The legislation which has caused julia Somerville and many others so
much grief is The Protection of Children Act (1978). This provided for
the prosecution of indecent photographic representations of children,
without ever troubling to define indecency' as a criminal act. The Act
came about in response to a perceived flood of child pornography
sweeping the country. No evidence of this flood was ever produced, but
in the middle of a panic nobody, least of all the popular press, likes
to ask awkward questions. Had such a tide of filth existed the means to
prosecute it was already in place: The Obscene Publications Act (1959),
which has well-tested definitions of obscenity. The moral entrepreneurs
who promoted the PCA did not let that stand in the way of engineering
extra legislation to improve the profile of their, largely religious and
fundamentalist, causes.

In Britain today, rather than being used to pursue commercial
pornographers, the law traps unwary naturists and unsuspecting citizens.
When child abusers are caught the photographic evidence of their awful
work is exclusively on Polaroid prints. The idea that paedophiles might
hurry down the high street with their pictures to Boots the Chemist or
Supa-Snaps would be laughable had not the moral panic which grips the
processors produced so much misery. And that misery does not somehow
assuage the torment inflicted upon the abused child. By making an
example of those who are often innocent we delude ourselves into
thinking we have controlled the problem.

The frenzied, and sometimes contradictory, regulation which now
surrounds images of naked children is a product of the parallel
historical development of photography as a representational form for
both voyeurism and social regulation and enquiry. As photography became
a truly popular medium in the middle of the century it produced a fourth
category of childhood - the unaesthetic, almost utilitarian, nude - a
moment of time snatched for memory. In doing so it publicised and opened
up spaces within the family which had previously been closed.

Furthermore, this was self representation. There were no mediating forms
of professional aesthetics, only unwritten, generic conventions which
produced - amongst other oddities - babies on hearth-rugs.

The social agencies which developed out of nineteenth-century charitable
work, partly in response to the documentary tradition within
photography, and also in response to a desire to make known the unseen,
however mediated, have constantly extended their regulatory activities.
Nudity, which had once been one of their marks of the child as victim of
impoverishment, is now mapped onto the family, through the innocent
snapshot, as a mark of illicit sexuality. The heart of the problem is
not nudity as such, but an inability to know why it is there. Is it
sexual, is it innocent? 

Opened to inspection, the family is no longer necessarily conceived as a
place of guaranteed security; it can also be the site of horror.
Representation of the child's body, at once a source of intimate joy and
humour, has become simultaneously a marker for fears of instability and
corruption in the most fundamental institution of our society.


-- Chris Townsend is a freelance journalist specialising in 
photography and film. He is currently, completing an MA in 
Media Studies at The University of Sussex.
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   [ Press cuttings round-up:

* USA: Free speech groups sue to stop child protection act
* USA: Challenge claims Pennsylvania's sex offender statute 
       is unconstitutional
* UK:  Police to host gallery of Net porn children
* UK:  Tour agents asked to spy on suspected sex trippers
* UK:  DTI proposals would ban all crypto in UK
* Snippets and a feature-article  ]
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USA - October 22, 1998


_Free speech groups sue to stop child protection act_

_The same coalition of free speech groups that successfully
fought the Communications Decency Act is reprising its role
with Thursday's legal challenge against a statute the
coalition says would effectively be just as harmful to
online speech._

 The American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU), the Electronic
Privacy Information Center (EPIC) and the Electronic
Frontier Foundation (EFF) said in a press conference in
Philadelphia they are seeking an injunction against the
Child Online Protection Act (COPA), which passed into law
Wednesday along with other technology measures in the $520
billion federal spending plan.

The lawsuit was filed in federal District Court in
Philadelphia, the same court where the original CDA
challenge was filed. The COPA law is set to go into effect
in 30 days. 

"Whether you call it the 'Communications Decency Act' or
the 'Congress Doesn't Understand the Internet Act,' it is
still unconstitutional and it still reduces the Internet to
what is fit for a six-year-old," said Ann Beeson, an ACLU
attorney, in a statement on the lawsuit. 

The law's passage is proof that legislators are more than
willing to "make children the excuse for ill-conceived
censorship schemes," said David Sobel, legal counsel for
EPIC.

 _Constitutional rights violated_

 "Congress has demonstrated that, when it comes to the
Internet, it's prepared to score easy political points at
the expense of constitutional rights," Sobel said in a
statement on the lawsuit.

 COPA would make it a crime for the operators of commercial
Web sites to post material deemed "harmful to minors" under
its established legal standard, which includes graphic
sexual content.

 Violators would be subject to up to six months in jail and
fines of up to $50,000 per offense. Sites would be exempt
from prosecution if they used credit-card numbers or other
age-verification schemes to block youngsters under age 17
from graphic materials.

 The original CDA, struck down by the Supreme Court in a
near-unanimous ruling last year, was much broader than the
COPA statute.

 The CDA applied to e-mail and newsgroups as well as to the
World Wide Web. But COPA applies only to "commercial"
sites, and replaces the terms "indecent" and "patently
offensive," which the Supreme Court said were too vague,
with the already-set "harmful to minors" legal definition.

Material that is "harmful to minors" is defined under the
law as being "prurient" and "lacking in serious artistic,
political, literary, or scientific value" specifically when
viewed by minors. 

 The law has also been applauded by the anti-pornography
group >Enough is Enoug [http:// www.enough.org/] , which
was among the most vocal advocates of the CDA.

 But the ACLU coalition, which also includes news
organizations, academics, physicians' organizations, and
gay rights groups, maintains COPA would ban "a wide range
of protected expression that is provided for free on the
Web by organizations and entities who also happen to be
communicating on the Web for commercial purposes."

 _Verification schemes ineffective_

 Credit-card age verification schemes, according to the
ACLU coalition, are unlikely to be effective in screening
out youngsters, and could not realistically be used by news
sites containing material that could potentially be viewed
as "harmful to minors."

 And since many Web sites now host online chats, bulletin
boards and free e-mail services, the content in those areas
could arguably come under the law, making it in effect as
sweeping as the CDA, coalition officials said. 
The coalition also noted that even the U.S. Justice
Department has criticized the new law. 

In a seven-page analysis sent to President Clinton by
Justice Department officials on Oct. 5, they concluded the
law had "serious constitutional problems" and could
potentially draw law enforcement resources away from
efforts to track down online child predators and
pornographers.

 Justice Department officials also said in their analysis
that the law would be ineffective because minors could
still access newsgroups and any Web sites generated outside
the U.S.

_Plea to Reno_

 "It is our fervent hope that Attorney General (Janet) Reno
will concede that the new law is unconstitutional so we can
avoid prolonged litigation," said Barry Steinhardt,
president of the EFF, in a statement.

 Among the members of the ACLU coalition are Time Inc.,
Warner Bros. Online, CNet, the New York Times Online,
OBGYN.Net, Philadelphia Gay News, Salon Magazine, the
American Booksellers Foundation for Free Expression, MSNBC,
CBS New Media, Playboy Enterprises, PlanetOut Corp., and
ZDNet, publisher of ZDNN. Disney has also protested about 
the likely effect of the new law.


--

Kid-proof Net porn challenged

WASHINGTON -- Less than 24 hours after it was signed into
law, Congress' second attempt to protect children from
Internet pornography was challenged Thursday as
unconstitutional. Civil libertarians and others said the
law was so broad it would threaten adult access to
legitimate material.

 The disagreement over the Child Online Protection Act
spotlighted the dilemma facing lawmakers and parents
seeking to keep children from intentionally or accidentally
gaining access to sexually explicit material on the
Internet.

 While most people agree that keeping such material from
children is desirable, they disagree on how to do it
without running into the same First Amendment issues that
doomed an earlier effort.

 The new measure, which was included in the $520 billion
federal spending package that cleared Congress this week,
was described by the American Civil Liberties Union and 16
other plaintiffs in a lawsuit as a ``broad censorship law''
that violates Americans' constitutional protections to free
speech and due process. 

 The earlier law, the Communications Decency Act of 1996,
also was challenged by the ACLU and struck down last year
by the Supreme Court.

 The disagreement between lawmakers and civil libertarians
stems from the different approaches they would take to keep
children from gaining easy access to online pornography.
 
_Filtering software_

 Congress prefers legislation that bans the placement of
graphic material on Web sites that children can easily
reach. Civil libertarians, on the other hand, would leave
protecting children to parents, who could use filtering
software to block access to such sites. But civil
libertarians don't want the use of such software to be
mandated by law.

 Under the Child Online Protection Act, drafted by Sen. Dan
Coates, R-Ind., and Rep. Michael Oxley, R-Ohio, operators
of commercial adult Web sites would have to take measures
to block children from the material deemed ``harmful to
minors'' on their sites.

 Among the actions site operators could take are requiring
credit cards, debit accounts, access codes or personal
identification numbers for adult access to such material.
Failure to do so could result in a fine up to $50,000 and
as much as six months of prison time.

 ``This (law) has exactly the same vices as the first
one,'' said Chris Hansen, ACLU senior staff attorney. ``It
will prevent adults from having access to material that's
constitutionally protected for adults.''

 The ACLU was joined in the lawsuit by the Internet Content
Coalition, whose members include the New York Times and
Time Inc.'s Web sites, and OBGYN.net, an online provider of
health information for women.

 The Internet Content Coalition said the law would make it
illegal for its commercial members to have, for example,
the Starr report, with all its graphic sexual details, on
their sites.

 Both the Justice Department and White House opposed the
bill. In an Oct. 5 letter to Rep. Thomas Bliley, R-Va.,
chairman of the House Commerce Committee, acting Assistant
Atty. Gen. L. Anthony Sutin expressed reservations about
the legislation.

 The department said the law would require it to divert
scarce resources from its enforcement efforts against child
pornography. ``Second, such a provision would likely be
challenged on constitutional grounds, since it would be a
content-based restriction applicable to the `vast
democratic forum of the Internet,' '' Sutin wrote.

--

  New online child-decency act attacked

  Groups that successfully challenged an earlier law say the
  new act poses the same danger of censorship. 
                          _
The American Civil Liberties Union and other groups that
successfully challenged the 1996 Communications Decency Act
filed another suit yesterday to block a new law critics
call "CDA 2."

 According to the complaint filed in U.S. District Court in
Philadelphia, the new version of the act could lead to
criminal prosecution of newspapers that published the Starr
Report on the Internet sites.

 The Child Online Protection Act, which was tucked into the
voluminous $500 billion spending bill President Clinton
signed into law Wednesday, would make it a federal crime to
"knowingly" communicate for "commercial purposes" material
considered "harmful to minors." Those convicted under the
statute could face up to six months in prison and fines up
to $50,000.

 According to staff members in the office of U.S. Rep.
Michael G. Oxley (R., Ohio), author of the House version of
the bill, the act requires operators of commercial online
sites with adult content to restrict access by minors.
Those who take protective measures, such as requiring
access codes or credit card numbers before providing access
to adult material, would be shielded from prosecution.
After the suit was filed, Oxley and other supporters of the
measure released a statement urging President Clinton to
support the law.

 "We proudly stand behind the Child Online Protection Act,"
they said. "COPA is the law of the land. It has
overwhelming support in Congress and with the American
people." But the ACLU and a broad national coalition
charged that the law would effectively ban constitutionally
protected free speech among adults, is overly broad and
vague, and is not the least-restrictive means for
accomplishing its stated purpose. The group also said there
were existing laws to protect children from pornography and
target pedophiles who try to stalk children using the
Internet.

 "This is the road that Congress attempted to take us down
two years ago when it passed the now-infamous
Communications Decency Act," said Stefan Presser, legal
director of the Pennsylvania ACLU. "The Supreme Court
declared Congress' action was unconstitutional. At that
time it found that the Internet was the most exciting, the
most democratic means of communication that had ever been
developed by humanity, and Congress ought to leave it
alone."

 The coalition challenging the government's latest effort
includes The Philadelphia Gay News, the American
Booksellers Foundation for Free Expression, the Electronic
Frontier Foundation, the online magazine Salon, and the
Internet Content Coalition, whose members include a broad
range of major media companies.

 The complaint notes that the law was passed even though
U.S. Justice Department attorneys distributed a seven-page
memo this month warning that the bill had "serious
constitutional problems" and that enforcement of the new
law would divert the department's resources from efforts to
track down child pornographers and child predators.

 "What we are trying to say with this lawsuit is, of
course, that this law is not about pornography," Ann
Beeson, staff attorney with the national ACLU, said
yesterday. "You will hear the proponents of this say again
and again that what this law tries to do is target
commercial pornographers on the Web. . . . This law is not
going to do anything about the wide availability of the
*sale* of pornography over the Internet."

 Under the new law, Beeson said, a newspaper could face
criminal charges for publishing the Starr Report on its Web
site while Congress could post the report on its site
without fear of prosecution.

 The suit was filed in Philadelphia because the ACLU's
challenge of the 1996 Communications Decency Act was
brought here. In that case, a three judge panel rejected
the law and was subsequently upheld by the U.S. Supreme
Court.

 "We believe that the law suffers from the same
constitutional defects as Congress' first attempt to censor
the Internet did," Beeson said. "And we are confident that
we will prevail in obtaining an injunction against its
implementation."

The papers filed for this suit can be found at
http://www.aclu.or [http://www.aclu.org]
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_Challenge claims Pennsylvania's sex offender statute is
unconstitutional _

October 23, 1998

         Is it possible for a 32-year-old man to have a consensual
sexual relationship with a 15-year-old girl?
 
         Or is he a child molester, a sexual offender subject to
the very public sanctions -- including notification of his
whereabouts to neighbors -- contained in "Megan's Law"? 

         That challenge, which was filed yesterday in U.S.
District Court in Pittsburgh by the American Civil
Liberties Union, claims that Pennsylvania's law is
unconstitutional because it subjects out-of-state offenders
who have committed "sexually related offenses" to public
notification without notice or a hearing -- something that
is accorded to offenders in Pennsylvania -- and does so
"regardless of whether the offender qualifies under the law
as a 'sexually violent predator."'
 
         The suit was brought on behalf of "John Doe" -- a
Pennsylvania man who, at the age of 32, had a sexual
relationship with a 15-year-old girl while he was living in
another state. After the relationship ended in April 1996,
the girl's mother pressed charges -- against the girl's
wishes, said ACLU executive director Witold J. Walczak.
 
         The man had moved to Pennsylvania, where his family
lives, when he learned of an arrest warrant in the other
state. He returned there and pleaded guilty to four charges
of lewd assault, an offense commonly known as statutory
rape. He served 75 days of a 90-day sentence with 10 years'
probation. In issuing such a short sentence, the court
noted among other mitigating factors that "the victim was a
willing participant." 

         After release from jail, the man again returned to
Pennsylvania to live with his family in the Pittsburgh area.
 
         A year later, in July 1998, he saw a police officer
distributing fliers on his street with his name, address
and photograph under the caption "Megan's Law Sexual
Offender." There were no other details except that he was
guilty of aggravated indecent assault on a minor under
Pennsylvania's criminal code.
 
         In his brief, Walczak argued that his client was unfairly
labeled a "Megan's Law" sexual offender, which "conjures in
people's minds a person who is a threat to the safety of
their children, such as a child molester, pedophile or
violent predator. John Doe is none of these," but a "first
offender who engaged in a consensual relationship with a
15-year-old girl."
 
         He also said that the State Board of Probation and Parole
had been given "carte blanche" by the legislature regarding
out-of-state sexual offenders. Walczak argued that his
client wouldn't have been subjected to Megan's Law in the
state where he committed the crime, but was held to a
different standard in Pennsylvania, where the board,
effectively, subjects every out-of-state offender to
community notification. 

         Since both the identities of the plaintiff and of the
family that pressed charges against him are unknown, it was
not possible to contact the girl's family for comment on
the case.
 
         After an hour of oral argument, U.S. District Judge
Robert Cindrich ruled that the case could proceed under the
plaintiff's name of "John Doe" and ordered that all records
be sealed that would divulge his identity.
 
         Attorneys for the state then agreed to pull the
plaintiff's name from all publicly available records
pending the court's decision.
 
         Officials at the state's Board of Probation and Parole,
which oversees the implementation of Megan's Law, declined
to comment on the lawsuit.

         Currently, there are 2,354 people listed as sexual
offenders living in Pennsylvania. Under the law, they must
be registered with the state, but are not subject to
community notification of their whereabouts. That's because
they either committed their offenses before the law went
into effect, or were determined not to be 'sexually violent
predators' by the sentencing judge.
 
         Besides the federal case, the Pennsylvania Supreme 
Court is considering appeals involving six Megan's Law-related
cases, after several lower courts ruled that portions of
the law were unconstitutional. 

------------------------------------------------------------
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November 1 1998

_Police to host gallery of Net porn children_ 

  
In a small office in Crawley, West Sussex, 10 police 
officers have spent the past month hunched over computers 
for up to 10 hours a day examining more than 1m pictures 
of up to 400 boys and girls aged from infancy to puberty. 
The images were found on computers seized during Operation 
Cathedral, an international investigation into paedophiles 
exchanging child pornography on the Internet.
 
In the backgrounds, police can pick out patterned
bedspreads, children's toys and other paraphernalia found
in any ordinary home across the world. In some pictures, a
palm tree barely distinguishable through a bedroom window
suggests a Far Eastern location. In another, the scenery
could be that of a typical English village. There are no
other clues as to the children's whereabouts. 

John Stewardson, the detective superintendent leading the
investigation, has made it his priority to find out. To do
so, he plans to take the unprecedented step of publishing
the photographs in what he hopes will be a worldwide media
campaign.

In consultation with other countries, a collage of
photographs will be published in the hope that a relative
or friend will recognise one of the children. 

"If I am looking at an image on my computer, I don't know
how long it's been circulating and I don't know if another
police inquiry elsewhere in the world has identified who
that child is. There is no database that tells us that,"
said Stewardson. 

Senior officers acknowledge their move will be controversial 
because the identities of child sex abuse victims are 
protected by law. It is also possible that parents may not 
have known that their children were being abused. 

Lawyers and childcare experts were cautious about the
proposals. A spokesman for the National Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Children said: "The exposure might
cause more trauma for children." 

Police in Sweden are trying to set up a database that will
catalogue images of child pornography on the Internet and
video. Images can be stored on a database by colour, shapes
and background, but not by face. It will also store any
available information about the child and the abuser. 

Anders Persson, a detective inspector in Stockholm, said:
"If British police have a picture of a child being abused
in a bedroom, they can send that image to us and we will
search our database for similar images. We may then find
that the room is in the house of a known paedophile in
Germany, for example, and that he is either at large or
under investigation."

If successful, the system would be taken over and run by
Interpol or Europol.

Next month, police forces from the countries involved in
Operation Cathedral will meet at Interpol headquarters in
Lyons when Stewardson will outline his plans to publish
pictures of the abused children.

It will take time. The childrens' faces must be isolated
from the abusive images to capture only their heads and
shoulders. "We have got to do it as fast as we possibly
can. If it is approved, the aim is to do it before the end
of the year," said Stewardson.
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25 October_ 1998

UK: Tour agents asked to spy on suspected sex trippers

THE Home Office is asking travel agents to spy on customers
and inform the police if they suspect holiday arrangements
are being made by paedophiles.

Instructions are being sent to more than 1,500 travel
agents' shops and holiday firms in Britain asking them to
tell the authorities if they are suspicious. Warning signs
they are being told to consider include: single men
travelling to known destinations used by paedophiles; clubs
organising trips to such destinations; repeat trips,
perhaps several times a year, to a single destination
frequented by child sex abusers.

Representatives of travel companies in foreign countries
are being asked to watch for evidence of abusers who are
clients, or others staying at the same hotels. The
Association of British Travel Agents (ABTA) has distributed
an information pack by the campaigning organisation End
Child Prostitution, Pornography and Trafficking (ECPAT) in
association with the Home Office.

It says: "Be prepared to talk openly with customers if
they show any interest and take care to inform customers of
the consequences of sexually exploiting children. If you
suspect a customer is travelling with the intention of
committing such offences, inform the British police." It
recommends that travel agents phone the Crimestoppers line,
where information can be given anonymously.

A spokesman for ABTA said: "British laws now mean that
paedophiles can be prosecuted in this country for offences
committed abroad and we think responsible industry members
will want to play their part in combatting sex tourism."

The latest initiative follows a campaign against sex tourism 
by the authorities in the Far East, including regular 
destinations such as Thailand and the Philippines. Child 
abusers are also heading to the Dominican Republic, Cuba 
and Africa, including Gambia and Kenya.  Some of the worst 
cases are reported in the Dominican Republic. Sex tourists 
visit from Germany, Spain, Italy and Britain.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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October 22nd 

=UK users unhappy at proposed encryption legislation=-
                                        
Civil liberty groups and Internet users are up in arms at
the proposed provision that the Department of Trade and
Industry (DTI) is intending to insert into planned 
legislation. The main points are that companies wanting 
to offer encrypted services including digital signatures 
will need to apply for a UK licence if they want their 
services to carry the full protection of the law. Those
without a licence will have to prove in court that their 
signatures are as secure as licensed ones are presumed 
to be. The licence will require companies to use a 
trusted UK-only third party, Oftel, which will
will hold the keys to a user's encryption code. 
                        
The UK Government has publicly stated that it wants to be
able to access encrypted transmissions over the Internet 
for fear of abuse by criminals. Indeed, the DTI is planning 
to make it a criminal offence if a user is informed by
OFTEL that their key has been handed over to the police. 
The government is very much going it alone after
the EU declared that third-party systems are too unwieldy 
to be functional. As if to emphasise the point, encryption 
services licensed outside of the UK will not be recognised 
and signatures will be regarded under law as non-licensed. 
                        
However, the DTI is emphasising acceptance by the business 
community rather than the average user, who rights
would seem to be under serious threat. 
                                        
Civil liberties groups are most concerned that only the
recommendation of a senior police officer is required
in order to get a user's key, not an order from the
Home Office as is required for other other forms of 
investigation; that user's are not allowed to know whether
their key has been handed over to the police; and that
the government is effectively forcing companies to use
an untired UK-only licensing system by not offering 
the protection of the law to non-licensed encryption
systems. Even users of personal systems such as PGP 
will be required to hand over either their PGP key or 
the plain text of messages upon police request. 

-

Word on the Downing Street is that the DTI finally unveiled
the technical proposals to a few real experts. They pointed
out that, as it stands, the law would preclude all but three
commercial encryption systems from being used, and even they
would require major design changes.  So the DTI proposals
would effectivly introduce a ban on encryption software in 
the UK.  The DTI (whose functions include encouraging 
competition, and controlling restraint of trade) had not 
even considered this.  --  http://www.cyber-rights.org/press/

-------------------------------------------------------------
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UK, October 98

A 31-year-old teacher has been released on police bail
after being questioned over his disappearance with a
15-year-old schoolgirl.
 
Rachel R[...] went missing from her home in Fagley,
Bradford, on Tuesday at the same time as her chemistry
teacher, Mick Edson, 31.
 
The pair walked into a Leeds police station together for
questioning.

--

UK: 23 October 1998

_Probation for sex assault scout leader _
   
A SCOUT leader was put on probation for two years yesterday
for indecently assaulting a 14-year-old boy with whom she
had a year-long love affair after a kiss on a camping trip.

Sarah Hubert left the Old Bailey smiling with relief after
Judge Richard Hawkins decided not to jail her because of
her good character and because the boy was "coping well
with the experience".

He ordered the 26-year-old dog groomer to be placed on the
sex offenders' register. She will become one of the few
women on the list.

Hubert, who had sex with the boy at least once a week
either at her parents' home or his home, was convicted last
month after a three-day trial at Bournemouth Crown Court.
She had been remanded for reports.

Her counsel, John Barker, assured the judge: "There is no
contact whatever and no wish on the part of either party
for that situation to change." He said the scouts had been
an essential part of her life and it was a "great blow" to
her that she could no longer be part of the movement.

--

USA: October 29, 1998 

_Thirteen arrested in international Internet child
pornography ring_

NEW YORK _ Thirteen people -- including a Utah boy -- were
in custody and more arrests were expected in the breakup of
an Internet child pornography ring that reached across two
oceans, officials said Wednesday.
 
Participants called themselves 'faculty members' at 'Pedo
University' and used nicknames in trading information,
pictures and videos of children 13 and younger, said state 
Attorney General Dennis Vacco and State Police Chief James 
McMahon.
 
The arrests included two men in New York, one each in New
Jersey, Rhode Island, Tennessee, Utah and Washington state,
three in Canada, two in Sweden and one in New Zealand.
 
Charges include possession and promotion of sexual material
involving children under 16, punishable by up to seven
years in prison.
 
As many as 34 people were still under investigation. New
York state police seized two Internet providers, Dreamscape
ISP in Syracuse and Buffnet.net ISP in West Seneca. Both
carried the Pedo University newsgroups, Wurzel said.
 
The Utah arrest was of a 16-year-old West Valley City boy,
who was booked into the Salt Lake County Juvenile Detention
Center, said sheriff's Deputy Peggy Faulkner.

--

Eire: October 98

>do you know more about the Irish Trafficking and Pornography 
>Bill: Has it been accepted by the Parlament in Febr. 1998?

The Bill was passed in its entirety a few months ago. Among 
other things, it makes even literature that "promotes" pedophilia 
- under Irish law that's sexual relations with anyone under 17 
- illegal and also all forms of so-called "child pornography", 
including drawings and "audio" material. 

--------------------------------------------------------




Features:
--------------------------------------------------------

'Tweens' are teens at 10 [ the usual "isn't it awful - drool 
                          drool..." story ]

Washington 

THEY like wearing make-up, flirting and watching X-rated
films, but they do not even qualify as teenagers. The
"tweens", an age group between childhood and adolescence,
has become the fastest-growing niche market in American
advertising and is proof that children are growing up
faster than ever. 

A new generation of girls and boys is putting away its
toys, pursuing fashion and style and aspiring to the
attitudes of older siblings, fuelling fears about the death
of childhood. 

"There's no such thing as pre-adolescence any more," said
Henry Trevor, a headmaster in New York. "Kids are teenagers
at 10." 

According to Kay Hymowitz, author of a book on tweens that
will be published next year, busy parents are spending less
time with their children - so television, magazines and
peers at school are becoming more significant influences on
children's lives. 

"It's a very disturbing trend," she said. "Parental
absence, the market and the peer group form a vicious
circle that works to distort the development of
youngsters." 

The "tweening" of America is most visible in the world of
fashion. At an age when they used to play with dolls,
10-year-old girls are shopping for cosmetics, camisole
tops, miniskirts and platform shoes. Some call it the
"Lolita look" after Vladimir Nabokov's novel about a man
obsessed with a 12-year-old girl. 

A harsher description, used by some critics, is the "hooker
look" - a tween style that has prompted some schools to
consider bringing in uniforms in defiance of a national
education philosophy that opposes them. 

In the relentless marketing, it seems that nothing is
considered unsuitable. There is even lingerie for the 8 to
12-year-olds in grown-up shades. "Not those cutesy pink and
pastels you'll find in the little girls' clothes
department," the designer enthused. 

Nor should a child feel deprived when it comes to make-up.
Girls under 12 spent $109m (64.5m) on it last year. One
bestseller is a body oil for tweens called Follow Me Boy.
The tweens' sex symbols are the actors Leonardo DiCaprio
and Johnny Depp and the young pop group Hanson. Another
idol is Jewel, a waifish, melancholic Alaskan singer. 

Parents might consider it all harmless fun were it not for
the tweens' propensity for misbehaviour. The dark side of
"tweenhood" is reflected in a disproportionate increase in
arrests of children under 17 during the past decade: the
government calls "offenders under age 15" the "leading
edge" of juvenile crime. 

When it comes to sex and drugs, the picture is no less
worrying. While sexual activity among older teens appears
to be decreasing, the opposite is true among older tweens.
Pregnancies among 11 and 12-year-old girls are not
uncommon. 

Nevertheless, American department stores are full of
mothers crooning with delight over young daughters trying
on thigh-slit black skirts and leopard-print tops. 
Hymowitz said she sat in amazement at a summer camp
performance recently as a group of about 30 tweens sang a
medley of rock'n'roll songs. "The girls in their bare
midriffs and miniskirts shimmied and vamped for the
pleasure of their upper-middle-class parents, who hollered
like revellers at a strip joint," she said. 

Another problem is that some parents do not want to control
their children. "In their minds, to force a child to speak
politely, to make him read, to punish him is to threaten
his most primary need - to express himself," Hymowitz said. 

-----------------------------------------------------------
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  1) I really should have thanked 'Andrej' for many of the book
     reviews sent out last weekend - I forgot to credit him.
     Sorry 'Andrej', thanks again !

  2) A neat tip for all using free webspace such as GeoCities:
     right at the very end of your html pages, place the html
     tag <noscript>  This blocks all the pop-up adverts :)

  3) From now on, you'll see a short ad for "Alessandra's 
     Smile" at the end of each ASGL-L post :)




'Sanctuary' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

I keep looking for the spark of life in girls as I watch 
them in public.  Every once in a while I see it.
I was riding the bus today and this girl was looking 
around. I caught her eye and smiled. What was she 
going to do? She stuck her tongue out at me and
turned her head but she had that look in her eye. I
stuck my tongue out at her and it started about ten
minutes of different faces and smiles with no one 
stopping her! I wish we could have been closer together
so I could have talked to her but it is still refreshing 
to see that not all girls have learned to be afraid of 
strangers.

'Sanctuary'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Desire' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

I really start getting the feeling that Michaela likes me, likes to
meet me, likes to talk with me. Unfortunately she does not come very
often. I hope I can make her understand how much I like her as well.
Then we could get something together. I don't think she'll be anything
like a lover, that's not how I feel about her, but I'd love to have
her as a friend. Her sister Alyson is with their grandmother (my
landlady) two days a week (although on one of them I have to be at
work early, so I don't get to meet her), but she still seems quite
shy around me. Strange, as she is a rather outspoken girl in most other
circumstances.

No girls this weekend, but a few nice boys. Little (7 or so) Korean Yoo
was the nicest, in my opinion. He likes to stand leaning against other
people - of course I let him. I also played some with him.

--

'Soft_&_Gentle' wrote:
> This lasted for a while, he had been staring at me for a good
> five minutes when I blew a kiss at him.

I reacted:
> Well, indeed, this made me mad. I can imagine that you made that
> first comment,

'S_&_G':
> You can't believe, I commented on ... "him rubbing himself on me". 
> Why?

Please read my line again. I said I **CAN** imagine. You must have
read a 'not' that wasn't there.

I again:
> but this boy clearly started feeling uneasy from your
> remarks. And instead of backing down and either apologizing or
> keeping quiet and hoping you find a better timing next time, you just
> go on and seem to enjoy his embarassment.

'S_&_G'
> Apologizing .... I was not the one that robbed.

No, but you were the one who embarassed someone. Was that the
intention you had when you whispered in his ear? If you did, then I
do have something against it. If you didn't, why not say sorry, that's
not how I meant it?

> Backing off or asking him if .... "I had the wrong impression" about his
> rubbing.

That's not what I meant with backing off. I meant backing off as in
stopping paying attention to him.

> No sorry if I sound crude, and maybe I am, but in my books kids above 10
> knows what they want and know what their doing. And teen, like I believe
> this boy was, (real close to fourteen, but I am a poor judge of boy age)are
> responsible of their actions.

I never meant to say that I thought he didn't.

I:
> That's not how I expect someone from this list to act.

'S_&_G':
> How do you expect people to act?

I expect people on this list to stop what they are doing when they
realize that what they're doing is making children feel uneasy.

Maybe I'd better get back to your original writing, to explain what
I mean:

> We now were up to four time that the boy rub himself on the edge of my book.
> I look at him and said ... "You like doing that?"

NO problem there...

> Whatever, he got scared or he saw that I could play his game, he frozed in
> place and blushed. I never saw someone working so hard at not crossing my
> eyes.

But here it's clear that he is embarassed and uneasy from your
remarks. I hope and think that was not the intended meaning, but
that's how they worked out. I've had that too. I've watched a girl
and smiled at her, only to find that it made her uneasy and afraid.
If I realize that, I stop, and hope that the next girl will react
more positively. That's what I expect you to do here - you did
something, it made the boy feel uneasy and embarassed. Then you try
to make up for it (i.e. "Sorry, I didn't mean to embarass you, it
was just a little joke"), or to back off (i.e. look in another
direction. But what do you do?

> Metro was two stops away. I quickly stood up to wisper to his ear... "too
> bad you have to go to school and me too work."

You go on! Apparently you LIKE making this boy feel uneasy? THAT is
what I don't expect of someone from this list.

> This lasted for a while, he had been staring at me for a good five minutes
> when I blew a kiss at him.  I could see I had him at a disadvantage and he
> felt trapped, lucky for him his brother pull him out of his taught to get
> out. I had to continue.

Read your own words. "I could see I had him at a disadvantage and he
felt trapped" - is that the way you have fun with boys?

> Or are you one of those GL/BL that believe as soon as you have sensual or
> sexual thought you not a "true girl lover / boy lover".

I find it okay - I have sensual or sexual thoughts about girls quite
often, about boys sometimes. And this may lead to me staring, or
smiling, or saying things. But when I realize that this makes the
girl or boy feel uneasy, I stop, and push them back inside. If you
don't realize yet, my opinion in these matters is most easily
expressed by "I don't care how you feel, it matters how the child
feels" - if the child likes it, it's okay with me, no matter whether
or not it was sexually arousing to you.

> Kids are sexual beings and need to express it often. I think this situation
> was like a kid getting caught masturbating in the closet. Okay a bit stretch
> conclusion but fair enough.

So when you catch a kid masturbating in the closet you also start
teasing him/her with it?

> Also, I am looking forward as to other alternatives that you would have seen
> in the bus, this could prove to be enlightening, because I really see no
> other.

When you realized that it made him feel uneasy, you should either
have done something that made him feel easier again, or nothing at
all. Not gone on doing what you were doing. That's my opinion.

--

'Olivier' wrote:
> The last month has been quite sad and morose, with questions like
> "would a child really fall in love with me ?",

It depends. There's a good chance that a child you fall in love with
feels much for you, without actually falling in love. But still loves 
you, like she loves a parent, a brother or a friend. And even if she 
is in love with you, remember that a child's idea of being in love,
at least if she is very young (pubescents may be another matter) is
probably different from ours. That does not mean that we should not
be falling in love, or that things go wrong if we do. It just means
that we have to remember that for them the relationship might be
different than for us. But as long as you keep that in mind, it can
be wonderful.

I often try to imagine what I am to the girls whose lifes I cross.
For most I have a role like a (same age) friend, I think. Sometimes
more a father-like one (e.g. with Lesley and Joyce), and Daniela
seems to actually have fallen in love with me a bit. But of course
that's all just my interpretation.

> "if yes, how could I possibly have loving relations with her in
> such a society ?"

It all depends on the girl, her age, her parents... There are still
situations where you can love her without undue suspicions. They're
rare, but they're there.

> "would I cease to love her when she will enter adult age ?",

What seems to be most common, is that friendship goes on, but the
actual love & eroticism disappears. But even if - if you manage to
get that far, you might well have had a relationship that lasted
longer than your gynesexual brother has ever had.

> "if such a relation between me and a girl was to be discovered,
> won't everybody tell her I was a abuser, and she was a victim ?".

Maybe. Depends on what is going on, and what is found out. Depends
on her environment. Depends. Just don't get into anything truly
sexual unless she realizes that this is what can happen, and is
willing to fight it. It might be a good idea not to have sex, but
that's no reason to stop loving.

--

'n.s. aristoff' wrote:
> In fact, parenting as a whole has no effect who children turn out 
> to be.

It depends on what you mean with 'parenting'. Parents have a high
influence on how children are going to be - but those things that are
generally called 'parenting' are probably the things that matter the
least. What really matters is the kind of environment the parents
provide, the kind of atmosphere the child grows up in. It's what one
teaches a child without meaning or even realizing it that is likely 
to influence them the most.

--

'Sunstorm' wrote:
> They bring a young boy with them. It turns out he has a little crush on
> her. This was discovered as she got angry at him when he pushed her down
> the slide. Her mother tells her not to be mad, "remember what was said
> about him". She lets the cat out of the bag, yelling out: "I don't care if
> he likes me, he shouldn't push me."  "That's how boys flirt" her mother
> says. I think to myself "but that is not how men flirt, _is_ it mom..." A
> little embarrasment all around. I smirk, realising the cheap shot: bring a
> little boy to interest her in someone her own age. Pretty pathetic. (But
> maybe not as pathetic as my loving her....)

What I find pathetic is that the boy liking her should be accepted by
her even if she doesn't want to, while you liking her should not be
accepted even if she does want to. What I find pathetic is that she's
not allowed to have her own feelings. That she is told whom to like
and whom not to like. As if she can change that. As if she should
change that.

--

'Simon' wrote:
> I had the same thoughts. And I think the fact that there is 
> nearly no possiblity to contact the members directly makes 
> this list that interesting. On a pedo-support site I noticed 
> that some people stop thinking if they know too much of the 
> other members in person. If someone from www.baumstark-online.de 
> reads this: Isn't it true? Look to the BLs [ boy-lovers ] in B.

What do you mean by 'stop thinking'?

> Again: Look how the hippies loved. Here they were called 
> "Blumenkinder" aswell what can be translated like 
> "_Children_ of flowers". 

Reminds me of a song by the Dutch singer Armand (to get to your
question whether there are still hippies: at least one...). He had
a song 'Blommenkinders', the first chorus goes:

    Blommenkinders leg die stiletto's weg
    Vergeet die bloedige taferelen
    Want geuren en kleuren zijn de nieuwe wereldmacht
    Vechten gaat zo gauw vervelen

translation:

    Flower children, lay away those flicknifes
    Forget those bloody scenes
    Because scents and colours are the new world power
    Fighting becomes boring so fast

--

'Freddy' wrote:
> Anyway that's my sad story and I promise not to mention it again.

I can't see why you would made that promise. Stories are there to
be told, and furthermore much of this story was happy, not sad. Just
the end.

'Desire'
----------------------------------------------------------------------





'Soft_&_Gentle' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

Isabel wrote:
>>Question of the curiosity type: did your parents leave because
>>of the junta? Or for other reasons?  Is the reason they left
>>because of your "great love" (sounds mysterious!)?
>
> but the first thing that I remember from my early childhood
> was that suddenly my mother 'deserted' me by
> leaving Greece in a train...

That does explain a lot of your angry feeling toward your parents. The fact
that they move you back to France (age 6) without telling you (or you not
remembering if they did) would add to the feeling of not having a right to
have an opinion. Although, I am surprise when they asked you if you want to
live in France or Greece it was the same to you ... obviously it was not the
same.

>  There's really nothing they could do, except maybe put me
> in a boarding-school here in Greece, but they wanted to live
> with me. And there wasn't anything that I could do but hate
> both them and France
<snip>
> course, it would
> have helped if my parents had informed me better of their
> intentions and had explained things to me,

Often parents tends to forget that kids have feelings and needs. It 
is hard to admit that two year old or six year old could understand 
a good explanation.

This reminds me of an anecdote with my mother .....

When I was in the hospital after my suicide attempt, the staff got my mom
and my sister to the hospital to meet me and see if we could solved some
issues from my past.

To my mom I asked: "Why did you never told me... I love you".

Her answer was as simple as; "You seem happy and I did not think you 
needed it."

I was 27 the first time I could say the words "I love you" to another adult,
until then it had been reserved to little ones.

Thing makes sense one way to an adult, it can seem to be a simple and minor
thing to an adult but to the child it is quite important.

As a GL, I always was worried of the need and reaction of the little one.
Always wondering if their needs were met. I thought it was so unfair for
people to never listen to me that I would never been caught not listening to
the needs of kids.

> there... They did let me come to Greece to do senior high at a
> Greek school,
> but I failed: the subjects were too difficult...

Your story is a sad one, and even after your parents did let you stay in
Greece you fail to pass grades there. It must have been awful to have to
admit, your parents were right and that you could not accomplish the task to
do your schooling in Greece.

It seemed that you will have to come to peace with your parent someday, like
I had to. She did not knew my feelings and she did what she believe best.
The same I supposed that I do today, from my experience I do what I feel to
be best and just.

I wish you best, 

'S&G'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'n.s. aristoff' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

'Sunstorm' wrote:
>                                Light
>
>Christmas Eve, 2005. We sit in the darkened parlor, illuminated only by
>some candles and the glow of lights from a Christmas tree.  The colored
>lights cast eerie shadows about the room. Across from me is my little
>one, <snip>

Can I get permission to publish this in the next UDN?

'n.s. aristoff'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'Daveboy' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

O.K...  I've had as much as I can take!!

I've decided that I am NOT a paedophile!
No way.. never have been... never will be.. never WANT to be!!

There seems to be no other choice than to DUMP that word,
It's so tied up with ABUSER that I won't use it any more to 
describe ME or any one of you. And it just MAY be the way forward 
for ALL of us...

LOOK... No matter how we complain and moan and try to state our case,
if we refer to ourselves as 'paedophiles', that immediatly closes 
peoples minds... that word just means, CHILD RAPER, ABUSER, MONSTER,
PERVERT, MURDERER.

It will NEVER mean 'Child Lover' to any who are not of our minds
so I suggest we find another 'tag'... and quick.

I've come to this decision after years of reading about those monster
Paedophiles that are blamed everytime a child is abused, raped or 
murdered. The TV program last week about Sydney Cook, convicted
for his part in the murder of a child, yet again refered to him 
and others like him as 'paedophiles'.... for F**KS SAKE!!!... 
I give up! 

The facts are that if people like him ARE paedophiles, 
then I certainly AM NOT one, and (hopefully?) NONE of you are.

So I suggest that we give up trying to hang on to that
outdated word for people like us, because it doesn't MEAN
'people like us' any more. If you check your dictionary now
it should say ' PAEDOPHILE - A mentaly ill person that rapes
and murders any child that HE can lay his hands on' :-)

So... Let the press and media HAVE that word to describe these
monsters. Once we do that, we too can become 'pedo bashers'
'cause we all hate child molesters and rapers..right?.. and
if that's what a paedophile is (if you can't beat em - join em!)
then by definition we all HATE peds..

And we can be known as something else from now on,
but I don't know what?.. 

But, I realy do think it's a way forward, possibly the ONLY way 
forward... Is it worth a debate?

'Daveboy'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'?' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

To All,  I've been dyin to tell you about my little darling 
"QT" for ages...  To fill you in on me...

I posted about [another girl], but she's in the past...  I have 
had a FULL replacement of [..] starting about August this year 
as this 8 yr old QT has come into my life like a gift from God.  
Maybe she's come to me as a blessing, a perfect band-aid for a 
formerly hurting soul!  I would love to post pictures of this 
angel but I can't. Besides, she's not only my sacred little girl 
but she's someone else's daughter who's a good friend of mine. 

I can describe her today:  She's literally a "living doll" like 
you would imagine..  she's skinny, flat chested of course...  she's 
got maybe a couple years before that nice "budding" stage but 
right now she's got a shapely little cute butt, long brown hair, 
her face nose and mouth are very pretty with a slight touch of 
freckles around her slightly pointed nose and on her cheeks... 
her eyes are almond shaped, she talks like an innocent 8 yr
old would...

She and I snuggle on the couch together while watching TV or 
lately I read her bedtime stories...  The other day I was so 
happy that the parents let me baby-sit just her and her 3 yr 
old brother, we were with each other mostly snuggling together 
on the recliner while watching 2 full movies,  She plays
with the hairs on my arms, we had our hands interlocked, her 
sweet head tucked under my chin.  It was HEAVEN.

Later after her mom and dad got home, I tucked her into bed 
and we hugged each other for a long time...  I said; "I Love 
You" and she right away said; "I Love You Too!"    <sigh>  
ooooh man I am in love!

I will keep you updated on my little QT

She is a real doll  :-)

'?'
---------------------------------------------------------------



'El Loco' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

Hello again, gang!  I found something REALLY cool that may be 
of interest: There is a free Japanese interactive cartoon utility 
that let's you use these computerized "Paper Doll" sets. Since 
you get to select the sets- _naturally_ I went for all the 
pre-teen girl ones and I found 25 out of 200 other types. The 
cool thing is, not only are they really cute girls, you remove 
the clothing with your cursor. (Hint: You have to right-click 
to "unlock" the undergarments) Check it out at 
<http://otakuworld.com>  God this sounds like spam & i didn't 
mean it to!

'El Loco'
----------------------------------------------------------------



'Tr'Pakh' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

I apologize for my long silence (actually some of you may be glad
that I shut up for a change, in which case I apologize for breaking
my long silence ... ;P), but things have been rather hectic for me
of late, and I've had trouble keeping up with the postings.

--

'Flickorna' related:
>Yesterday, I went to the clothing-optional beach. There were lots of
>pretty little girls there! There were only a few nude girls and lots
>of pretty pre-teens in swim suits.

Thank you for sharing.  Hearing stories like that just makes my day.
I wish it were possible where I live.

--

'Desire' commented:
>'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>> It is, however, the single most non-scientific science currently
>> in existence (except, perhaps, for Christian Science, which is
>> really nothing more than psychology wearing a different tie ...),
>
>Never heared of (*belch*) 'scientific creationism'?

No, can't say that I have...

>> methods.  You'll note, also, that people who graduate in
>> psychology hold degrees labeled "Bachelor/Master/Doctor of Arts"
>> rather than "Bachelor/Master/Doctor of Science".
>
>I feel slightly insulted by that remark, being an M.A. myself. In
>the most objective and quantifiable science of all, moreover -
>mathematics.

I appologize, Desire.  I did not mean to imply that degreese in Arts
were not worth as much as degrees in Sciences, merely that Psychology
tends to bill itself as a "hard science" when, in fact, it is not.

Theoretically, with the number of philosophy, literature, and language
credits I accumulated throughout my years of college, my degree should
also read "Bachelor of Arts", but the school I graduated from did not
offer a BA in Computer Science, so I'm stuck with BS.  (Pun intended.)

{regarding my comments on Psychiatry}
>I would not like to blame Freud for that. To me, he did a wonderful
>job in setting up a theory about the human mind - even if it is at
>some places majorly flawed. The problem lies with the people who came
>behind him. They read Freud the way many conservative Christians read
>the Bible, or like early renaissance scientists read their Greek
>predecessors: As the supreme and undoubtable truth. Instead of trying
>alternative theories and comparing whether they are better or worse
>than Freud's, Freud is often followed blindly, even at those places
>where he has been SHOWN to have been wrong.

I still think psychiatry is quackery.

--

I wrote:
|> Woe unto the parents who let their children learn something that's
|> not sanctioned by the school!  (My mother got a great deal of
|> first-hand experience in this field, thanks to my prolific use of
|> the town's library.)

To which Desire responded:
>Could you extend on that? I was the same kind of guy, but I can't
>remember any of the kind of problems you seem to imply.

There was, of course, more to it than just that.

I grew up in a small town in the Intermountain West (Wyoming, to be
more specific, and I don't think that narrows it down too much ...).
My mother (who raised me by herself because my father died in 'Nam)
taught at the local [education facility], and was one of the few
intellectuals in the area.  Mining was the primary occupation of
the area (coal, trona and soda ash), followed closely by oil drilling
and refining.

The first strike against me was that I was being raised by a single
mother.  That automatically made the the troublemaker, the bad kid,
the out of control teenager, since I didn't have a father at home
who could "properly" discipline me.  I was always the one who, 
automatically and without further consideration, was guilty of throwing
tomatoes at cars, or rocks through windows, or writing the grafitti
on the overpass (none of which I ever did, by the way).  I was the
one who was complained about, when it was actually another boy with
the same first name as I who had pinched or bitten a classmate, or
had hogged the swing on the playground (there were four other boys
in my first grade class with the same name as I ... but they all
had fathers who would, of course, teach them proper behaviour).

I committed a mortal sin the first day of first grade -- I 
demonstrated my ability to read (which I had gained from sitting 
on my mother's lap as a young child and watching her read to me... 
that's how I learned to recognize letters, words, and phrases.  
I could read the newspaper by the time I was four-and-a-half), 
something that had not been taught me in the school, and had 
therefore, quite obviously, been taught to me the wrong way.  By 
extension, if my mother had dared to teach me to read before I was 
in school, what other things might she have put into my head... 
like, say, the ability to have an opinion of my own rather than 
the one force-fed my by the teacher?  Can't have that!  Not in a 
*civilized* community!  Children thinking for themselves?  That 
would be blasphemous!

The second strike against me was that my mother had grown up in
Europe, and had not attended the American school system.  She 
thought that my schooling would be like her schooling had been.  
She was mistaken, and did not realize nor understand her mistake 
until I was already in college.  She did not understand what 
those annoying purple dittoed "worksheets" were for, and told me 
I didn't have to do that, to go to the library instead.  She had 
no idea that those qualified as "homework", she saw them (as I 
did, and still do) as totally wasteful and meaningless.  To this 
day, I think "fill in the blank" worksheets are a waste of 
children's time, and an insult to their intelligence. They serve 
only to make the teacher's job less demanding, and result in kids 
who can't think for themselves.

I often found myself chastized for knowing class material (about
things like volcanoes or astronomy or Japan) before it had been
taught to me by the school.  I spent a great deal of time in the
library (particuarly the 600 and 700 sections - theoretical and
applied sciences, for those not familiar with the Dewey Decimal
system) reading about things of interest to me.  It tended to
rub teachers the wrong way that a twelve year old knew more about
supernovae than they did, especially in a culture (and area sub-
culture) where children were expected to be "dumb" until a "teacher"
could "un-dumb" them.  Furthermore, being an area dominated by
the "red-neck" mentality, education beyond the legal requirements
was not looked upon favorably.  By going on to college, and learning
on my own, I became labelled a "wuss", a "brainac", a "wimp", and,
additionally, due to my single-mother upbringing, the worst slur
of all in red-neck country, a "mama's boy".

The schools I had to attend there where exactly the type of 
environment that Mr. Gatto refers to in his essay about "The Six 
Lesson Schoolteacher", which I encourage you all to read.  It's 
available at:

        http://www.cantrip.org/

>(This part is fiction. Let's hope it remains that way...)
>
>Ianthe's newsclippings, October 2006.
>
> Breastfeed ban delayed

Heh.  Unfortunately, it's probably closer to the truth at present
than anyone would care to admit.

We probably won't have to wait until 2006 to read this in the
local papers.

--

'Simon' remarked:
>'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>>I find that soooooooo annoying about America! When I was in Germany,
>>I would routinely see girls that age going about in overalls or tank
>>tops without any bra type things, and often even topless.
>>
>>That unnecessary prudity is probably the one thing I hate most about
>>living in the US.
>
>Sometimes when I hear about this prudity that exists "far away on the 
>other side of the ocean" ;-) I can hardly beleave it is true.

Well, it *is* true.  The reason for it?  There are many opinions
about that, but it probably has to do mostly with our Puritan
heritage (the first European settlers in America were those who
were driven out because of religious belief, and were puritanical
to the point of forbidding dancing, laughter, and even running,
especially when these things were done by children), and the fact
that American adults don't understand their own sexuality (let
alone that of their children), and therefore fear it.

In American culture, child-like qualities (cuteness, spontaneity,
naivety) have been made into that which is desireable, because these
are the qualities of 'the innocent' (derived from the Victorian image
of childhood), and of course innocence is equated with a total lack
of sexuality.  Hence we desire that which is innocent, and yet place
it out of bounds, since children are, of course, asexual (the biggest
fallacy of the Victorian Child myth).

For a much more complete (and eloquent) discussion of this subject,
see Kincaid's _Erotic_Innocence:_The_Culture_of_Child_Molesting_,
available through Alessandra's Smile:

        http://www.alessandrasmile.com

Kincaid describes in great detail just how the Victorian Child myth
has led us to our current witch hunt atmosphere, and describes just
how the "story" (or what I would call the "cultural template") of
the molested child is scripted, and how the media shoehorn every 
incident they can find into that script (much as every UFO sighting
gets shoehorned into the "alien abduction" script).  I highly recommend
this book to everyone on this list, especially those of you in law
enforcement and journalism who are lurking out there just waiting for
some juicy tidbit to fall so you can grab another headline.  (What?
You didn't realize we knew you were watching?!?!?)

This book finally puts into words what I've understood ever since
I realized I was a paedophile:  It's not we paedophiles who are messed
up, it's society's myths that we get shoehorned into!  At any rate, I
can't say it nearly as well as Kincaid, so go read the book.

>Again: Look how the hippies loved. Here they were called 
>"Blumenkinder" aswell what can be translated like 
>"_Children_ of flowers". 

I think the expression you're searching for is "Flower Children", at
least that's what they were called where I grew up (along with "sissy",
"fag", "wuss", "stoner", and various other slurs).

--

'Susan' wrote regarding 'Olivier's mention of Canadian ordinaces:
>*LOL!* I can't believe it! What fu*kin gouverment in the world is able to
>tell people on which place and that and what they have to wear?? That
>sounds *really* funny for me! *ROTFL*  --  sorry, but that can't be true!

It's like that in the US, too.  When my cousins visited from 
Germany, they were taken very aback when I told them that they
could not change into and out of their swimsuits poolside, but
had to use the dressing room (they were 9 and 11, visiting here
with their father for a few weeks this summer).

As a matter of fact, a 14 year old girl here on exchange from
somewhere in South America (I'm not sure where, she speaks
Portugese), was arrested and charged with indecent exposure for
removing her swimsuit to enter the hot tub at the local Y.  She
still doesn't understand what the big deal is, apparently it's
SOP where she's from.  I don't see what the big deal is, either,
she's a *babe*!

I'm glad to hear that David's films are making a comback.  I only
wish they could be shown here.  As for the t-shirts... where can
I get one? :)

I'd be interested in knowing how old you are, Susan.  The last time
I was in Germany (which was in the early 90s), and woman over 20
would not be caught dead holding hands with a 14 year old in public.  
Of course that was about the same time the child sex hysteria was 
starting up over there, and Gerd Behrend had to shut down his 
naturist magazine publishing operations not too long after I came home.  
Ach, wie ich die Sonnenkinder vermisse!  Das war mal meine lieblings 
Zeitschrift. Ich hab' mich immer gefreut als ich ein neues Heft im 
Kiosk sah. Ah, those were the days!

Viele Gruesse nach Deutschland!

--

'The Pretender' quoted some statistics:
>*There were 45 births for every 1,000 unmarried women ages 15 to 44 in
>1996, according to preliminary data.

Isn't it interesting, though, that for purposes of calculating
the number of children born to unwed mothers, 15 year of age
counts as a "woman", but for purposes of calculating the number
of molestations, the exact same age counts as a "child"?

>Nevertheless, everyone seems to feed on this 'pedophile frenzy' that
>has come with the advent of the Internet. Of all the media coverage
>given to child abuse, I wonder if the amount of related coverage is
>proportionate to the type of abuse? [rhetorical question] ;>

Well, I'll answer it anyway (and Professor Kincaid also 
addresses this issue in _Erotic_Innocence_ ... and no, I'm
*not* getting paid to plug his book, I just like it).

No, the media coverage given to child abuse is not proportionate
to the type of abuse.  Actual sexual abuse cases, which get on
the order of 90% of the news coverage, comprise, as your statistics
show, an extremely low percentage of the cases of abuse.  They get
this extra coverage from the fact that any mention of the word "sex"
gets higher ratings, especially when it's next to the word "child".
"6 Year Old Denied Dinner Becuase Daddy Spent The Money On Beer" 
just doesn't draw as many readers as "16 Year Old Raped by 14 Year
Old Boyfriend".

Unfortunately this won't change until American society decides
to give up it's two major obsessions: it's obsession with sex, 
and it's obsession with denying that it's obsessed with sex.

--

That's all I have time for (as if it weren't enough).

Be well, all!

'Tr'Pakh'
---------------------------------------------------------------



'n.s. aristoff' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

Ianthe commented:
> Just as a quick question: how many of you know about Mr. Double's
> site?  Ianthe seems to post links to picture sites allot, but never
> story sites (is there a reason?).
> 
>    [ Yes, I don't think porn stories are very 'healthy' for
>      those who have no contact with real girls. ]
 
Meaning what?  Meaning: everyone should go out and have contact 
with girls, so they're in the right condition to enjoy porn?
In any case, it's a bizarre statement.  Perhaps you might 
want to amend it to say: I don't think porn stories reflect
reality and it would not be wise for anyone to think that
they do?

    [ Yep, that sounds good to me :) ]

--

'Simon' wrote: 
> Hi Ianthe you wrote:
> >   [ I think there is different definition of pornographic
> >     on a continent where adult hardcore is legal.  Is
> >     child _nudist_ material defined as "pornographic" ? ]
> 
> Since approx. one year this material is illegal in Germany,
> too. :-(

I don't think that that's true.  According to MM-Verlagsbetreuung, the
law has not changed on the legality of nudist material.  The videos
passed by the German Board of Censorship are still sellable.  MM's photo
sets are still legal (though MM is now going out of business because
they no longer have any customer base due to the demise of J&N).

'n.s. aristoff'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'The Courier' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

So I break me own self-imposed rules of 'read much, write 
little' and take some time to respond...

--

'Beamish' wrote
> Well, if someone uses their college or library 
> internet access computers for personal e-mail, they 
> are asking for trouble eventually. I know, because I 
> was banned from my [...]'s computer lab for accessing 
> the internet and e-mail for personal use.

Was this in a college or high school?  In my old high school many
students used the 'net for personal use (I never did) and the
administration didn't seem to care.  In college it seems to be a even
more liberal policy, in fact, it seems like the Regents actually
*want* folks to use the college computers to keep in touch with
friends and other groups.  True, I would still never access ASGL-L 
in a school lab for fear of people looking over my shoulder, but 
if someone did view ASGL-L in a lab I highly doubt anything would 
come of it.

> The best thing to do, for those who can, is get your 
> own computer to which no one else has access. That is 
> the only way one can be fairly safe. Computers 
> nowadays are quite inexpensive for a really good 
> system, and internet access is also quite reasonable. 
> (At least in the USA.) I am sorry for 'Christian', he 
> was a nice person and will be missed.

Ever better than buying your computer is building it yourself.  If you
want to know how our computer works (and save $$ at the same time)
it's the best way to go...and yes, I enjoyed reading 'Christian''s
posts, and it's sad to see him have to leave.

...on to the next topic...

> I downloaded the new DirSnoop, and I had the exact 
> same problem I had before with the old version. Some 
> error about not being able to get a lock on the hard 
> drive. Any suggestions? Thanks in advance.
>   [ e-mail the guy who made it ? ]

I'm currently using the software on a Fat16 drive so I'm afraid I
don't have any "will work" fix.  However, there are several things you
can try.  Try the UNLOCK or LOCK command in DOS.  Your hard drives may
be in the wrong mode . . . but I agree with Ianthe, e-mail the author
first.

>> Anyway, I find Mr. Double's archive has been 
>> extremely >helpful with imagination part of being a 
>> GL.
>
> Yes, I find that to be the case with me as well. I am 
> glad to see others on this list who appreciate those 
> stories. While I very rarely visit that site, the 
> times I do are the times when I am feeling most alone 
> and rather, how do I say, sexually frustrated? Yes, 
> as a GL I *do* get sexually frustrated, at times. I 
> think most people, whether pedophiles or not, do as 
> well. This is not to say that I'd ever molest a 
> child, nor do I like child-rape stories. The stories
> I like are sexually charged, and tend to alleviate my 
> occasional sexual frustration. I also write stories 
> similar to those on 'Mr. Double', but with more love
> and passion. :-)

Glad to see I'm not alone - I write as well.  I do it for pleasure,
not for the 'net, and have no plan to ever post anything I have ever
written.  And be assured - all the stories are material that is
fitting of someone who subscribes to this group :-)  -- However I do
understand Ianthe's and other's point about "pornography" not always
being healthy.  At a time this would have been true for me as well,
but times change, and as a person aged 17-21 (somewhere in there) my
testosterone gets the better of me every once and a while... sorry!  ;-)

Have to go to class - later all,

'The Courier'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Beamish' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone. A longer version of the following was sent to me. I am
only including 2 of the original 15 titles, because the others
didn't relate to child-loving. Have fun!

Two children's books your never going to see:

 "How to Dress Sexy for Grown-ups"
 "Strangers have the Best Candy"

--

Well, that's it! Short post, huh? Well considering my last two
posts were long, I thought this one shouldn't be. Peace and Love...

'Beamish'
-------------------------------------------------------------------




Advert:
============================================
http://www.alessandrasmile.com
 Alessandra's Smile, an established USA 
 mail-order catalog of legal books & videos.
============================================
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    [ Re the Fresh Petals site - some of you may have lost the
      ability to hear WAV and AU sound files using Netscape.
      This is usually a result of installing Apple's QuickTime
      3 or similar plug-in.  A simple Windows cure is to go 
      to the plugins directory and rename rpaudio.dll to
      rpaudio1.dll   ]




  Press cuttings round-up:

* UK: Twelve-year-old girl to get breast implant
* UK: Action urged on paedophiles who resist therapy
* USA: Marriage of girl sparks legal threats
* USA: Poor quality child care may cause aggression
* Italy: Portrait of 15 year old draws crowds
* Europe: Access worry over new police database
* Snippets
* Feature article


-----------------------------------------------------------

8th Nov 98  

UK: Twelve-year-old girl to get breast implant


  A BRITISH surgeon is to perform a cosmetic breast
enhancement operation on a 12-year-old. The girl is
believed to be the youngest person to have the procedure,
which is being paid for by the NHS.

The child, who lives in Cheshire, developed breasts when
she was 11 and is worried that she will be teased at school
because one is larger than the other. She is due to have an
expandable implant inserted in January at a cost of 1,000. 
Douglas McGeorge, the plastic surgeon conducting the
operation, said he chose to operate on girls who were
concerned about the shape of their breasts when they were
developing. This was to avoid any psychological trauma
caused by "looking different" during their teenage years. 

The operation will fuel the controversy over the rationing
of treatment in the health service. A new report by the
Institute of Economic Affairs estimates that about 250
cancer patients every month are asked to pay thousands of
pounds for their own treatment by NHS hospitals. 

McGeorge, who works at both the Countess of Chester NHS
hospital and Bupa's North Cheshire hospital, defended his
decision to operate on the girl. 

"I have no objection to operating on girls as young as 12.
It depends how quickly they develop as individuals," said
McGeorge, who operates on at least six girls a year who are
under 18. 

-----------------------------------------------------------



-----------------------------------------------------------

UK: 7th Nov 98

 Action urged on paedophiles who resist therapy

A 200-page report into the effectiveness of treatment
programmes for child abusers, has revealed that 40 per 
cent of "recidivist" paedophiles do not respond to
treatment.

Nearly 86 per cent of those who had committed less 
serious offences and accepted the harm done to their 
victims, responded to the treatment and had a reduced 
risk of re-offending. But 40 per cent of the 
"recidivist" paedophiles studied failed to respond in 
any way to treatment.

The Home Office research, which was carried out by a team
of psychologists based in Oxford, Birmingham and Wales,
investigated the treatment of child abusers being held in
six prisons. 
 
Richard Beckett, the author of the report which is due to
be published later this month, said the most serious 
paedophiles could only be treated if they were picked out 
at a young age. 

He said: "We need to identify them and really put work into
them so we don't see them for the first time at the age of
40 when they are unsalvageable." 

Mr Beckett, a forensic psychologist at the Oxford Forensic
Service, said "there is a small minority of them that are 
the recidivist paedophiles of the future. Most of them
start offending in adolescence," he said.

He claimed have built up sufficient expertise to be able
to identify the recidivist paedophile from a series of
common characteristics. 

A man who has failed to form any serious adult sexual
relationships, and has a criminal record which includes at
least four non-sexual offences and two sexual ones, is
reckoned to have at least a 40 per cent likelihood of
repeat offences.

Because of the concerns, a pilot sex offenders project
in Oxfordshire, backed by the Home Office, is to begin 
work with 11 to 18-year-olds who display what are termed
"sexually concerning behaviours". These may include 
indecent exposure, voyeurism, or obsession with pornography.

-----------------------------------------------------------



Thanks to 'Andrej' for sending this one:
-----------------------------------------------------------

USA: 2nd November

 Marriage of Girl Sparks Outrage

 ANNAPOLIS, Md. (AP) - When Tina Akers discovered
she was pregnant, she went to boyfriend Wayne
Compton with the news.

They talked it over and decided to get married. They
were in love, they said, and Wayne wanted to do right
by his girlfriend and baby-to-be.

Wayne, an unemployed roofer, and Tina, who recently
dropped out of the seventh grade, married Aug. 24 in a
modest Annapolis courthouse chapel before a small
pulpit adorned with artificial ivy and white ribbon.

The union is being called criminal by some people. The
reason: Wayne is 29. Tina is 13. In mid-September,
Tina gave birth to a boy.

Prosecutors are looking into the possibility of charging
Wayne with sexual assault and Tina's parents with
child abuse. And lawmakers, court officials and child
advocates have vowed to change a pair of Maryland
laws that allowed the marriage to take place.

State law defines statutory, or second-degree, rape as
sex with a child younger than age 14 by someone four
or more years older. It is punishable by 20 years in
prison.

But another law allows children under 16 - with no
minimum age - to marry with parental permission and
proof of pregnancy.

Seeing Tina's age on the marriage license application,
court officials consulted with a judge and county and
state prosecutors. They were told that because Tina was
pregnant and her father had given permission, the
marriage would be legal.

"I swear to an oath that says I will carry out the law. If
I don't, I can be held in contempt, handcuffed and
taken away," said Robert Duckworth, a clerk at the
Anne Arundel County Circuit Court where the couple
wed.

Duckworth started researching state statutes after the
Compton wedding and found that pregnant girls as
young as 11 have been married in other parts of the
state.

Once news of their marriage became public, the couple
defended their relationship and expressed devotion to
each other and their child.

They also have signed an contract with the syndicated
TV show "Extra," which forbids them from talking to
reporters. The Comptons earlier told The Washington
Post that they met last fall, when Wayne became
bowling buddies with Tina's brother and started
visiting the family's Annapolis home. They soon began
dating; she said her parents didn't know.

In January, Tina - who earlier had told Wayne she
wanted to have a baby - discovered she was pregnant.

Tina's father, Aubrey "Steve" Akers, has said he was
upset by Tina's pregnancy but is glad that Wayne is
standing by his daughter. He and Tina's mother, who
divorced this year, supported the marriage. Akers did
not return telephone calls from The Associated Press
seeking comment.

The Comptons moved in late September with their
newborn son, Austin, from Annapolis to live with Tina's
mother in Tazewell, Va.

Maryland Senate President Thomas V. Mike Miller -
who has called Wayne Compton a predator - and other
lawmakers are urging prosecutors to charge Compton
with a criminal sex offense. Miller has gone as far as
saying that hospital records or DNA tests on the baby
could be used to prove a crime was committed.

Miller also vowed to push for legislation next year to
raise the minimum age for marriage. Duckworth has
submitted a proposal that would prohibit anyone
younger than 14 from marrying and require a 30-day
waiting period for marriages involving anyone age 14
to 16. During that time, the state's attorney's office
would investigate whether any statutory rape laws were
broken.

Anne Arundel County State's Attorney Frank
Weathersbee assigned prosecutors to the case and said
charges may be filed against Compton.

But it won't be easy. In addition to having to extradite
the couple from Virginia, Tina likely would be an
unwilling witness and prosecutors would need a
search-and-seizure warrant for the baby's blood for
DNA testing, said Kristin Riggin, spokeswoman for the
state's attorney's office.

"All those things take time," she said.

-----------------------------------------------------------
 


NJ forwards this article, asking if the Duke would be in 
prison today, and "the most beautiful painting in the 
world" paraded in court as evidence of "child abuse"...
------------------------------------------------------------

_Milanese line up to see Leonardo portrait_

MILAN, Italy (Reuters) - The most sought-after woman in 
Milan these days isn't a model, an actress or a well-
dressed heiress. 

She's Cecilia, a 15-year-old 15th-century courtesan in a 
painting by Leonardo da Vinci that goes on exhibit later 
this month at the Brera Museum. 

The painting, called "The Lady with the Ermine," seems 
to exert the same sort of mysterious powers of 
attraction attributed to another famous Leonardo lady 
the Mona Lisa. 

More than 10,000 Milanese already have booked tickets 
to see the canvas when it goes on display for a month 
starting Nov. 18, the company handling reservations said. 

"We're booking about 1,000 reservations a day," said 
Alessandra Maderna, who is organizing the painting's 
arrival at the state-owned Brera Museum. "We have a 
lot of visitors, expecially on weekends, but nothing 
like this."

An advertising campaign on the radio and other media 
coverage has helped attract interest, Maderna said. 
But the 500-year-old painting's romantic history doesn't 
hurt. 

Cecilia's portrait is usually displayed in the 
Czartoryski Museum in Cracow, Poland, and was brought 
to Italy as part of a cultural exchange program. It 
will be brought to Milan, Rome and Florence for 
three months as part of a series of exhibitions 
commemorating Leonardo da Vinci being organized 
by the city of Milan. 

Ludovico Il Moro, the duke of Milan, commissioned the 
painting from Leonardo at the end of the 1400s to 
have a portrait of his teenage lover, Cecilia 
Gallerani, daughter of a humble member of the duke's
court. 

A 17th-century Italian historian described the young 
Cecilia as "not only beautiful, but capable of 
writing elegant letters in Latin as well as composing 
poetry in the Italian idiom, and in conversation could 
hold her own with philosophers and theologians."

Although Ludovico married the aristocratic Beatrice 
d'Este in 1491, Cecilia bore him a child, Cesare 
Sforza Visconi, and then married a count in 1492 
and went to live in a Milan palace lent to her by Ludovico. 
Like most educated girls of her day, she did not 
publish any of her writings or poetry. 

Ironically enough, Cecilia's portrait will be displayed 
in the Brera Museum opposite a work depicting her great 
love, Ludovico, and her great rival, Beatrice d'Este. 

Her portrait was acquired by a Polish prince during a 
trip to Italy at around 1800 and has not been seen in 
Italy since then. 

The canvas depicts an attractive young girl with a 
lively gaze, bedecked with long necklace, caressing an 
ermine that she holds in her arms. The ermine was the 
Sforza family's symbol, and also denotes purity and 
moderation. 

Art historians say the painting is important because 
it captures the subject as she makes a sudden turn of 
the head, in contrast to the traditional, more static 
style of portraiture common at the time. 

Italian art critic Federico Zeri called it "the most 
beautiful painting in the world" during his last public 
lecture in October.

"Leonardo revolutionized the genre of portrait painting 
with this picture," Maderna said when asked to explain 
its artistic importance. 

The "Lady" is the earliest of the Renaissance genius's
masterpieces, painted during his stay in Milan at 
Ludovico Il Moro's court around 1489-1490. 

It predates "The Last Supper," completed in 1497 and 
also one of Milan's few tourist attractions, and the 
"Mona Lisa" which was painted in 1503 and hangs in 
the Louvre Museum in Paris. 

----------------------------------------------------------



-----------------------------------------------------------
 
USA: 6th Nov 98

 _Poor quality child care may cause aggression_

Some girls are becoming more aggressive earlier in life, 
often as young as four or five, as a result of poor-quality 
child care, according to a visiting American child health 
expert.

Dr Ron Lally, in Australia to address a child-care
conference in Melbourne today, said children who had
experienced poor-quality child care in the United States
had the same clinical signs - including increased levels of
aggression - as children who had been mistreated and 
neglected.

"Some girls are becoming more aggressive earlier and boys 
and girls are losing interest in school and suffering 
learning difficulties," Dr Lally said. "We have babies who 
are growing up in the "care' of eight or more different
strangers. They are presenting with the same signs as those
children whose mothers are chronically depressed, or those
children who have been mistreated or neglected."

Dr Lally, the director of the Centre for Child and Family
Studies in San Francisco and adviser to the US Head Start
Parent Child programs, criticised Australia's national
standards for long day care, which stipulates one carer for
every five babies under two.

"It's a recipe for disaster," he said, "especially when
the children are in large groups. They don't get a chance
to develop a relationship with a carer, they don't get the
attention they need. This is at a vital stage of their
brain development and it will have a lasting detrimental
effect."

Dr Lally said studies had shown that children in
poor-quality child care - characterised by small numbers of
carers for large numbers of children; high staff turnover;
poor food and environments - had higher levels of a certain
type of hormone. "The environment a child is in,
particularly from birth to three, helps set the levels of
certain chemicals in the brain which help the child deal
with the emergencies of life. In a poor-quality child-care
setting, you might see a child kick or hit a person walking
past, for no apparent reason. She perceives the person as 
an attacker. This is the beginning of ingrained aggression."

-----------------------------------------------------------



-----------------------------------------------------------

November 8 1998

 _A sniff of chocolate boosts the immune system_

Scientists at the University of Westminster have studied 
how pleasurable experiences affect the immune system. 
The team, led by Angela Crow, monitored a group of people 
who were exposed to the smell of chocolate and of rotting 
meat. 

They found the physiological response to the two odours
differed: the smell of chocolate boosted the immune system,
while rotting meat made it less effective. 

Initial research suggests the smell of the chocolate
produces a larger amount of a powerful antibody called
secretory immuno globulin A (sIgA), which is secreted in
the saliva. This in turn, stimulates the body's immune
system.

Controlled tests were carried out on blindfolded
volunteers, who were divided into two groups. The first
acted as controls and were exposed to water; the second
were first exposed to chocolate and then to rotten meat. 
When the volunteers had smelt the chocolate, there was a
large increase in their sIgA. The rotten meat caused the
amount of sIgA to drop. There was no change in the
volunteers exposed to water.

Crow's team also found that gender made a difference.
Although women had more extreme psychological responses to
the chocolate and rotten meat, it was the men who had the
biggest changes in sIgA.

Crow says this is the first proof that a smell can affect
the immune system. "The sense of smell is unique, it is
directly wired into the left side of the brain which
controls emotions," she says. "We have found that not only
does it affect the body physically, but also
psychologically, by changing the immune function." 

Crow is now seeking funding for larger-scale trials. "We
need to find out what other smells trigger the same
response," she says. 

   [ Might the same be true for sexual pleasure ? ]

----------------------------------------------------------



----------------------------------------------------------

EC: 5th Nov

 Access worry over new police database

EUROPOL, the European Union's fledgling intelligence
agency, cannot get off the ground because of a wrangle over
access to databases.

The police agency, based in The Hague, was due to start
monitoring and investigating international criminal
activities, ranging from credit card fraud to nuclear
weapons smuggling, last month.

Member states have agreed that the agency and its 130
staff of national police officers will not be accountable
to the EU, or national governments, and will be immune from
prosecution.

At a meeting of justice ministers in Vienna last Thursday,
Germany insisted that EU citizens should be allowed access
to personal files held on computer by Europol and that
meetings of Europol's appeals committee should be opened up
to the public.A Bonn spokesman said that this was the only
way left to make the agency accountable.

Formerly known as the European Drugs Unit (EDU), founded
in 1994 to investigate drug trafficking in Europe, Europol
will now have access to Interpol, EU and United Nations
crime-fighting databases. In addition to using data kept by
national police forces, Europol will also compile its own
databases on criminals, suspects, witnesses and victims,
including information on their ethnic origins, political
and religious views, and sexuality.

France fears that if the public has access to Europol
data, national police forces will not forward information
to Europol. A Paris official said: "There should be some
type of balance between the protection of data and personal
rights."

-----------------------------------------------------------



Snippets:
-----------------------------------------------------------

October 98: Wisconsin
                        
The state received $300,000 from the federal government 
for new equipment and to train investigators in catching
people who use the Internet to distribute child pornography.

--

November 98 : England

AS many as 7,000 children a year will develop a
life-threatening illness, be left with a severe 
disability or die as a direct result of being in 
hospital, a report shows.

A further 24,000 children in England alone will 
become even more ill than they were before they 
went in for treatment simply because they are in 
hospital. In many instances, children will have 
been undergoing routine surgery or receiving 
common drug treatments when they suffer an "adverse 
reaction", which can range from vomiting to death.

--

Out of 70,587 criminal cases filed in 93 federal
districts during the 1996 fiscal year, the latest year for
which statistics are available, only six involved obscenity
violations, according to Transactional Records Access
Clearinghouse at Syracuse University.

Obscenity prosecutions were greater in past
administrations, peaking in 1989, when 78 prosecutions were
filed under President Bush.

When the content of a specific magazine or video is on
trial, the prosecution has to prove it is obscene and in
violation of the locale's community standards.


-----------------------------------------------------------



Feature article:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Daily Telegraph, 5th Nov


 Against the spirit of the Internet

_If the Internet is a mirror of society, warts and all,
people howling for censorship should first take a long look
at themselves, says Michael Bywater_
 
FOOLS and bores drone on about how the Internet is rotting
our children's brains. Well; there's always something. It
used to be television; before that, it was radio and before
that it was reading by torchlight. And, I imagine there was
once a time when hopscotch or excessive prayer were held to
be damaging by the Brain-Rot Brigade. 

The Brain-Rotters are, of course, entirely wrong. The
Internet has enabled young people to range more widely
about the world than ever before. A couple of hours spent
talking to people about what they're actually doing is
revealing. Of course they're retrieving dirty pictures
you'd be foolish to expect otherwise. But there's much more
than that. 

They are also, on websites, Usenet and in chat-rooms,
engaged in a continuing, geographically-unbounded
conversation nattering about lipstick and infinity and Gaia
and condoms and boy bands and corporatism and animal
rights, tucked away electronically behind the global
bicycle-sheds, and it would seem churlish to do anything
but rejoice in their freedom. And so we come to a word for
you to ponder: @bi.

One of the biggest commercial online services is
Compuserve. It provides chat-rooms and discussion forums
which appear satisfactorily popular. And into one of these
chat-rooms drifted Abigail, a 15-year-old girl of my
acquaintance. She enjoyed herself, batting back and forth
with the others, until she made a joking reference to the
faceless censors of Compuserve, and was immediately barred
from continuing the conversation. You might say that being
silenced for referring to censorship is one of the
hallmarks of a totalitarian regime. Abigail was shocked and
embarrassed, but in due course she was allowed back, only
to find that there was another Abigail online. So she chose
a different sign-on name: @bi. Rather a witty typographical
joke, you might think; but not to the faceless censors of
CompuServe.

Once again, Abigail was publicly thrown out and sent a
pompous warning letter which, to an adult, would have been
risible, but to a not-very-worldly 15-year-old, was
mortifying. And why? No explanation was forthcoming; the
only thing one could think of was that the sign-on "@bi"
conveyed, to some faceless censor, an implication of
bisexuality. This argues a lamentable prurience of mind,
the same level of dark suspicion which underpins the
bleached mockery of "family values" lying at its heart.

CompuServe itself responded to my inquiries with majestic
stonewalling. It spoke of the "chat staff" in their "quest
to create a more family-oriented atmosphere"; someone
called Jennifer Wong asserted that "these community
standards are in place to ensure the continued enjoyment of
forums which have proved so popular with CompuServe
members" and hoped "that Abigail will view these guidelines
in a positive light".

It's a tiny matter, except to Abigail herself. But the
general implications annoy and alarm me. Censorship,
without explanation, in the name of "family values",
"inappropriate language" or the "giving of offence", is the
thin edge of the wedge of moral totalitarianism. And I
cannot think of anything more inimical to the spirit of the
Internet than the assertion that there are some things you
simply may not think or say.
 
------------------------------------------------------------
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November 10, 1998   

_Children have fewer play hours_

DETROIT _ Between longer school hours, after-school sports
and more time hitting the books, life for American kids is
more work and less play, a study released Monday found.
 
Children's free time -- the hours left after eating,
personal care, sleeping or attending school -- is
declining. In 1981, it accounted for 40 percent of their
day; in 1997, children spent 30 percent of their day
playing.
 
"Major changes have taken place in how children spend
their time," said study author Sandra L. Hoefferth, a
sociologist at the University of Michigan Institute for
Social Research. "Taken together, these data show how
children's lives are being affected by the family time
crunch."
 
Preschool, homework and day care take an increasing chunk
of children's time.
 
School time has increased in all age groups, but especially
for children under 3. In 1981, they spent an average of
11.5 hours weekly in day care or preschool. In 1997, they
spent 20 hours there.
 
Carol Seefeldt, a specialist in early child education at
the University of Maryland, said preschool, ballet, sports
and other activities are fine as long as children also have
time to play.
 
"Some of those activities are cute and fun if they are
done well, but it's still too structured if you want
independent thinkers," she said. "And that's what we as a
society want in a democracy."
 
The importance of play should not be underestimated -- it
helps kids learn and develop social and mental skills, she
said.
 
The Michigan researchers asked parents of 3,585 American
children under 13 to keep a diary logging every minute of
their time during a weekday and a weekend day. Parents,
care givers, teachers and children were also interviewed.
 
The study found that kids watch 90 minutes of television on
an average weekday, or one-quarter of their free time. In
1981, they spent two hours in front of the set. 

----------------------------------------------------------------
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 Illinois 14 year old faces child porn charges

WAUKEGAN, Ill. (November 13, 1998) -- A 14-year-old boy faces 
child pornography charges for allegedly circulating a tape 
of him having sex with his girlfriend of 12.

 The boy, who lives in Zion, a Chicago suburb, was charged
with felony child pornography, the Lake County state's
attorney's office announced Thursday. Authorities said an
adult learned about the tape and contacted police.  The sex 
and videotaping were consensual, authorities said.

 Law enforcement authorities believe the defendant is the
youngest prosecuted under Illinois' child-pornography laws.
Officials said they will prosecute the boy in Juvenile 
Court, where any convictions are removed from the children's 
records when they become adults.

--------------------------------------------------------------


--------------------------------------------------------------

Australia: Bell loved youths but 'I'm no pedophile'
 
11/11/98

_Phillip Bell, the former millionaire businessman accused
of sexually abusing boys throughout the 1980s, told a
District Court jury in Sydney yesterday that he was not a
pedophile.

 He was a hebephile, a participant in a male/youth
relationship based on love with or without a sexual element.

 In Switzerland, where the age of consent was 16 for
homosexual males, he was "a perfectly ordinary gay guy", as
he said in a newspaper interview two years ago. But in NSW
the law branded him a "criminal" for sleeping with a male
under 18.

 "Hebephile love is the reciprocal love of a man and a
youth," Bell, 64, said. "I, as a hebephile, have loved and
been loved by a youth and more than one youth over many,
many years.

 "I distinguish that from pedophilia. I tell you, and I
tell the world, that a hebephile is not a pedophile." Just
where the demarcation line between pedophilia and
hebephilia lay was blurred, he maintained during
cross-examination by the senior Crown prosecutor, Mr Mark
Tedeschi, QC.

 "There is no definite cut-off in time ... mid-adolescence
is about the range, about 15 to 16, in the mid-course of
development in a boy or girl where a child turns into a
youth," he said.

 "It's not a fixed age ... it's as vague as asking the
question: when does a child turn into a youth?" 
Asked by Mr Tedeschi if puberty played a role, Bell replied
that "a hebephile would not have the slightest bit of
interest in a pre-pubescent being - well, post-pubescent,
yes".

 In a slightly raised voice he added: "I don't count pubic
hairs on people, sir. One doesn't fall in love with a
person based on the number of hairs around their pubic
area."

 Bell dressed in a dark suit, white shirt and patterned
tie, smiling and nodding occasionally to the jury of four
women and seven men, has pleaded not guilty to 37 counts of
sexual abuse in relation to five boys aged between 12 and
15, between 1981 and 1989. 

He was acquitted yesterday of a 38th charge at the
direction of Judge Tom Davidson.

 Starting his defence case, Bell denied ever having a
sexual relationship with three of the alleged victims or to
having anal intercourse with any of them - "the truthful
answer is that I don't like it".

 However, he admitted to a sexual relationships with two
of the alleged victims and two other male witnesses who
gave evidence of alleged sexual abuse last week, but
nothing occurred until they had turned 16.

 He was overseas or living elsewhere when some of the
alleged acts were said to have taken place at his
properties.

 He likened hebephiles to schoolteachers who liked the
"society and company of youth" and regularly gave up
holidays to escort groups of childrenon excursions or
overseas trips.

 He said Justice James Wood, who headed the Royal
Commission into corruption in the NSW Police Service,
"happens to agree with me" about the definition of
pedophilia.

 "There are tens of thousands of hebephiles in our society
who are good men who love to be in the company of and
society of and surrounded by youth."

Bell's cross-examination continues today.

-------------------------------------------------------------------
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November 12, 1998

New Zealand: _Police announce they will target known pedophiles_
             
_AUCKLAND -- _A police operation to counter child pornography 
and pedophilia is about to be launched in Auckland. 

Operation Metro, a six-month pilot programme, will see
police taking a "proactive rather than reactive approach",
said Detective Sergeant Mark Churches, who has led the
police's Auckland Child Abuse Team for five years. 

The spotlight would be on pedophiles with previous
convictions living in the community, anyone producing or 
reproducing child pornography, and those travelling to 
countries such as Thailand. 

"This six-month project will give us some sense of the
scale of the problem. If it is successful we will design a
model which can be used anywhere in the country." 

Those trading in child pornography could face fines of up 
to $20,000, Auckland police say.  It is an offence under 
the Films, Videos and Publications Classification Act 1993 
to possess or trade in "objectionable material".

Possession of objectionable material could attract a fine
of $2000 for each offence, or $20,000 if there was an
attempt to trade it commercially.

This meant anyone viewing child pornography on their home
computer had technically committed the offence of
possession. If they copied it for supply or distribution
this was also illegal, Churches said.

----------------------------------------------------------------
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USA: _Justices to review constitutionality of police bringing
media onto private property_ 

WASHINGTON (November 9, 1998) -- The Supreme Court Monday
agreed to review whether police who take news reporters
into people's homes, or onto their private property, while
trying to make an arrest can be sued for violating the
residents' constitutional rights.

 The court said it will hear an appeal by a Maryland couple
photographed in their nightclothes by a newspaperwoman as
police unsuccessfully sought to arrest their son.
 The couple say the police violated their constitutional
protection against unreasonable searches by bringing the
news media into their home without their consent.

 In a separate case, the justices also said they will
decide whether the same liability confronts federal agents
and a prosecutor who allowed a Cable News Network reporter
and camera crew to accompany them during a raid at a
Montana ranch.

 The federal officials and CNN were sued by the ranch's
owners.

 Still pending before the court, and not acted on by the
justices Monday, is the Montana ranch couple's lawsuit
alleging violations by CNN of their constitutional rights.

 In the Maryland cases, Montgomery County sheriff's
deputies entered the Rockville, Md., home of Charles and
Geraldine Wilson early one morning in April 1992 with a
warrant to arrest their son, Dominic Jerome Wilson.

 The deputies were accompanied by a newspaper reporter and
a photographer who took pictures of Charles Wilson wearing
only underpants and Geraldine Wilson in a sheer nightgown.

 The photographer also took pictures of Charles Wilson
being forced down on the living room floor with a police
officer's knee in his back and gun to his head. The
deputies left after determining the son was not in the
house.

 The Wilsons sued the five deputies and a deputy U.S.
marshal who allowed the reporter and photographer to
accompany them. The couple said the decision to bring the
news media along violated the Fourth Amendment's ban on
unreasonable searches.

 The deputies claimed qualified immunity, which shields
public officials from lawsuits unless their actions
violated a clearly established constitutional right.

 A federal judge refused to grant such immunity. But the
4th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals granted immunity on a 6-5
vote, saying there was no clear legal standard that said
the deputies exceeded the scope of the arrest warrant.

 One other federal appeals court has agreed with the 4th
Circuit court in a similar case, but two others have ruled
the other way.

 In the appeal acted on Monday, the Wilsons' lawyers asked
the justices to resolve the conflict. "Photographing
innocent people in their homes obviously violates
fundamental privacy rights," the appeal said.

 The deputies' lawyers urged the justices to reject the
appeal, saying the deputies followed Justice Department
policy and acted in good faith.

 In the Montana case, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service agents
raided the 75,000-acre ranch of Paul and Erma Berger after
obtaining a search warrant to look for evidence that they
were poisoning wildlife.

 The government had been told by informants that the
Bergers were using pesticides to poison endangered species
such as eagles to protect their central Montana ranch's
livestock from predators.

 As a result of the raid, Paul Berger was charged with
violating federal laws that protect eagles. But a trial
jury acquitted him of all charges except improper use of a
pesticide, a misdemeanor.

 After Berger's trial, CNN used portions of its footage of
the search on the environmental news programs "Earth
Matters" and "Network Earth" as part of its coverage of
government efforts to protect endangered species.

 The 9th Circuit court held the federal agents and a
prosecutor could be sued for violating the Bergers' rights
by allowing a CNN camera crew to accompany them, and that
CNN could be sued for the same alleged constitutional
violations.

 "The record ... suggests that the government officers
planned and executed the search in a manner designed to
enhance its entertainment, rather than its law-enforcement
value," the appeals court said.

 The appeal acted on Monday was filed jointly by Kris
McLean, the assistant U.S. attorney in charge of the Berger
investigation, and four Fish and Wildlife Service agents.

 The cases are Wilson vs. Layne, 98-83, and Hanlon vs.
Berger, 97-1927.

----------------------------------------------------------------
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November 8, 1998

 Long arm of anti-porn law seizes servers from two N.Y. ISPs

 THESE days, it often seems as if the two key
requirements for success in the Internet service business
are cast-iron intestines and a near-suicidal appetite for
risk. On any given week, if your competitors aren't busy
poaching your customer base you can bet they're busy
merging with each other -- so they'll be better equipped to
chew you up *next* week. And if the customers aren't
howling about service quality, the investors are screaming
about service costs.

 On content matters, it's not uncommon for ISPs to find
themselves caught in the middle between law enforcement and
criminals. Now, one state attorney general and a new
federal law are making that delicate position even more
uncomfortable for providers.

 On Oct. 27, _New York State Attorney General Dennis Vacco_
stunned the Internet industry by seizing servers from two
ISPs as part of an ongoing international investigation of
child-porn on the Net. The machines taken from providers
_Dreamscape_ and_ Buffnet_ were used to distribute Usenet
newsgroups -- the Net's medium for posted messages. Vacco's
office claimed the machines were used to facilitate the
transmission of child porn -- specifically, images posted
to two newsgroups with names alluding to sexual images of
teens and pre-teens. Three other ISPs, two on the West
Coast and one in the Midwest, were also targeted, although
their machines have yet to be located and seized.

 Prior to the seizures, undercover officers had sent e-mail
to the ISPs calling the suspect material to their attention
and asking if the images were illegal. In other words, for
perhaps the first time ever in this country, service
providers -- not their customers -- were the targets of a
sting operation.

 The Internet industry has good cause to be alarmed about
the seizures and the precedent they may set. ISPs go to
great lengths to make the distinction that they are the
distributors of information -- not the publishers. And like
courier services such as United Parcel Service and Federal
Express, they do not want anything to do with the business
of controlling content. The longstanding fear among ISPs is
this: If they are charged with the responsibility for
policing some content, they ultimately will have to
shoulder the legal responsibility for monitoring all
content.

 ``Our position has always been that we do not edit or
monitor -- anything, ever,'' said Glee Cady, director of
public policy for Netcom, a San Jose-based national ISP
that's been at the forefront of several landmark
content-control battles. ``If child porn is called to our
attention, we help the user who finds it contact their
local law enforcement agency. And if those materials are on
our server, we take them off. While we respond rapidly to
law enforcement, we are not in the law enforcement business
ourselves -- and we don't want to be.''
 That's the way it is with most ISPs. When presented with
the proper legal request, they'll be happy to comply. After
all, it's not their legal life on the line --
responsibility for any criminal behavior rests with the
customer, not the carrier. At least that's the way it* was*
before Vacco's seizures 12 days ago. Now, it's unclear
whether the ISPs themselves may also be the targets of
criminal investigations.

 New York officials have not arrested or charged anyone at
either of the ISPs. Marc Wurzel, a spokesman for the
attorney general's office, refused to speculate on what
direction the ongoing investigation might take. ``They're
not the subjects of the investigation at this time,'' said
Wurzel. ``Anything beyond that is conjecture. The bottom
line is that both ISPs invited this type of action because
they chose to ignore messages sent by one of our undercover
investigators. What the ISPs should know is if they retain
or possess evidence of criminal conduct, they should be
prepared to face a search warrant. And if this sends a
chilling message to ISPs, then that's a positive
development.''

 Ironically, some provisions in the Communications Decency
Act (parts of which survived the 1996 Supreme Court ruling
that struck down most of the anti-porn law) will probably
shield ISPs from civil liability in cases such as this. But
legal experts say the CDA ``Good Samaritan'' provisions
probably won't protect ISPs from criminal liability. ``(The
CDA) says service providers cannot be treated as publishers
or creators,'' said David Sobel, general counsel of the
Electronic Privacy Information Center. ``But I think the
CDA would allow a criminal prosecution, possibly for mere
possession of the (child porn) material.''

 In the wake of the seizures, one owner of a targeted ISP
told Web-based news outlets that he believed the stings
were a last-minute political maneuver intended to garner
headlines prior to last Tuesday's election. (Vacco and a
Democratic challenger are still locked in a dead heat that
will be decided in the next few days by absentee ballots.)

 In the larger scheme of things, it doesn't really matter
whether the seizures were a hollow political gesture or a
serious attempt to reconfigure the relationship between law
enforcement and the ISPs. Regardless of whether these two
ISPs ultimately face criminal charges, the larger question
of criminal liability is going to be headline material in
the months to come. Vacco, in a sense, just jumped the gun
on a federal move to place responsibility on the heads of
the ISPs.

 _The Child Protection and Sexual Predator Punishment Act
of 1998_ was passed by Congress on Oct. 12 and signed by
President Clinton on Oct. 30. The law, which was largely
overlooked amid the battle over the ``Son of CDA,''
requires ISPs to report child pornography to law
enforcement once they're made aware of it. If ISPs do not
report the material, they could face fines ranging from
$50,000 for a first offense to $100,000 for subsequent
violations. The law does not require ISPs to pro-actively
go looking for offensive material.

 Frankly, it's going to be very hard for the free-speech
lobby to make a presentable case against such a law. The
reporting requirement does not seem to place an onerous
burden on the provider. It only mandates that they -- under
threat of criminal prosecution -- adhere to a practice most
had pursued voluntarily.

 Child pornography has a singular position in the legal
cosmos. It is so patently offensive and so deeply harmful
to its victims as to be indefensible by any means. If
legislators and law enforcement can stop with a measure
that strictly deals with child porn, they may succeed in
laying the reporting responsibility on the providers.

 But what will happen if legislators and prosecutors decide
to target another class of illegal content -- such as
bootleg software or bomb-making instructions? Next year,
will we see Vacco's team busting down doors and seizing
Usenet servers that carry newsgroups that pertain to those
subjects? Will the next Congress be drafting legislation
that requires ISPs to turn in customers who may have
violated software copyrights?

 Nobody is saying a perilous legal corner has been turned.
Not yet. With no criminal charges leveled in the New York
cases or under the federal law, it's simply too early to
know. Still, the confluence of events must give Internet
service providers pause to wonder: If John Law comes after
one of my customers, will he ultimately be coming after
*me*?

----------------------------------------------------------------



Snippets:
----------------------------------------------------------------
             
-- Mormons Hit By Child-Sex Lawsuits (National Law Journal)

10 Nov 1998
http://www.ljx.com:80/cgibin/f_cat?prod/ljextra/data/texts/1998_1109_02.html


-------------------------------------------------------------------



Bug alert:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

There is a bug in Netscape Communicator 4.5, 4.07, 3.04
under Windows 95 (probably others) which allows reading
user's cache (the urls the user has visited, including
the info in GET forms). Reading local directories content
is also allowed. This info may be sent to an arbitrary
host. The bug may be exploited by html in e-mail.
                        
Demonstration is available at:

Cache reading:
http://www.geocities.com/ResearchTriangle/1711/b4.htm
                        
Directory reading:
http://www.geocities.com/ResearchTriangle/1711/b5.htm

Workaround: Disable Javascript.

-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Savant' sends:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

http://www.escape.com:80/~theanet/ONT-CONVICT.html

AISLE SAY Toronto

THE CONVICT LOVER

a collective based on the novel by Merilyn Simonds
directed by Layne Coleman

at Theatre Passe Muraille until November 26
16 Ryerson Avenue/(416) 504-PLAY(7529)

Reviewed by Joel Greenberg 

"The Convict Lover" joins "Sir John, Eh?" in repertory at Theatre
Passe Muraille as a bold way of opening the new season under the
leadership of Layne Coleman. Having seen the latter play last week, I
was anticipating the second production and the company's opportunity
to demonstrate its range. That "The Convict Lover" disappoints on many
levels is unfortunate, of course, but the enterprise of a rep company
speaks to the imagination and the dedication of Coleman, and I hope
that he is able to develop this experiment in the seasons ahead.

The current play, a collective that is based on a book by Merilyn
Simonds, explores the relationship between a young girl and a prison
inmate through letters that they write to one another. Additionally,
the company presents a view of the characters' worlds -- hers with her
religious and repressive family, and his with the brutality of a 
prison system that relishes cruelty as its chief purpose -- but there 
is no character to understand or, more important, to develop in 
the telling. We are given facts and atmosphere but no more.

The young girl is treated by her elders slightly more kindly than one
might treat a stone, but we have no idea why they do so. We accept the
pattern, but we learn nothing in the process except that they are bad 
people. In prison, we see how Joe, the convict lover, is treated by 
guards and, worse, by the warden, but the moments pass without leading 
to an insight either new or provocative. 
 
The writing of this piece, in sharp contrast to the John A. Macdonald
play-with-music, deadens all attempts to raise our curiosity about who
these people are and what their story means today. And even though the
inspiration for the book came from the discovery of real letters,
there needs to be a greater purpose for the story now onstage. Pure 
documentary is not what the company is after here, evidenced by the 
too-easy criticism of rigid religious behaviour and corrupt prison 
practices, and the smugness that emerges as the evening crawls to a 
close does nothing to establish the company as a serious political
voice. 

The actors are less interesting in this piece than they are in "Sir
John, Eh?" but they work the evening long to invest themselves into
the myriad characters that they play. Deborah Hay, playing the young
girl, possesses a haunting singing voice which is used to better
dramatic purpose in the John A. She also relies here on a quirky set
of mannerisms that substitute for real character -- in the absence of
a real character what's a gal to do? -- something she didn't employ in
the other play. In fact, her performance in the rep companion piece
highlights an actor of great promise. Her work in "The Convict Lover",
while it reinforces a personal charm and excellent comic skills, does 
little to extend her range.

Christopher Morris, playing the prisoner, is remote. He is gentle and
possesses an innocence that makes his unexplained behaviour a
curiosity, but so little is asked of him beyond a sweet-but-cold 
exterior that we can't tell what else he might be capable of doing. 

The balance of the cast provides support, switching roles less
frequently than in their other play, but the women are saddled with
the thankless roles of prison guards who slouch and strut, doing 
angry acting that is neither intimidating nor illuminating. The 
cast also supplies many sound effects -- and I would urge this 
really tired technique be put away until something new and exciting 
can be derived from its employment -- and Sean Dixon plays banjo 
while he sings. Not always helping the enterprise.

There is a tired quality to the whole physical presentation, in fact,
as though the weariness of the characters' lives has infected the
bodies of the actors. They are less engaged here than in the
historical docudrama, but I assume that they are also in the process
of trying to define what "The Convict Lover" is and
should be. 

---------------------------------------------------------------------
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Isabel writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi dear all!

I'm letting you know that next meeting of the Forum for Sexual 
Liberation will not take place in Christmas, as planned, but 
in the summer, either in Barcelona or in Valencia.  That's 
handy, since the IPCE conference will probably also be held 
there at that time.

A few corrections and reactions to S & G's post about my reply 
to his questions:

>The fact
>that they move you back to France (age 6) without telling you (or you not
>remembering if they did) would add to the feeling of not having a right to
>have an opinion. Although, I am surprise when they asked you if you want to
>live in France or Greece it was the same to you ... obviously it was not the
>same.

They moved me from France to Greece at age *two and a half* without 
explaining anything to me.  I think that even a child this age 
needs explanations, it needs to feel that its existance is being 
taken into account, and not being talked about in the third person, 
like my folks did to me until my late teens...  They asked me at
age *nine* if it was OK with me to go back to France, and it 
was; it's at age *ten* that it wasn't, due to my having fallen 
in love.

>Your story is a sad one, and even after your parents did let you stay in
>Greece you fail to pass grades there. It must have been awful to have to
>admit, your parents were right and that you could not accomplish the task to
>do your schooling in Greece.

Oh no, my parents were dead wrong, because if they had let me go to 
Greek *junior high*, I would have made it, because the subjects 
were still easy.  But senior high was another matter.  I didn't 
exactly fail, because I did pass the grade (with a seventeen out 
of a twenty no less), but I did a tremendous amount of work without 
even coming close to understanding math, physics, chemistry and 
ancient Greek, so it wasn't worth the effort.  And I couldn't 
keep up the pace of sleeping only 4 hours a night in order to 
do all that studying.

>It seemed that you will have to come to peace with your parent someday, like
>I had to. 

I did, but I somehow never came around to showing them affection or 
that I cared about them.  Until they both died...  Well, I think they
did know that I eventually forgave them and loved them, but the lack 
of a real connection between us must have been very painful to 
them...  It's nice that you succeeded to mend things up with 
your mother.  All the best from me.

Isabel
---------------------------------------------------------------------



'Lumire' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello,

I guess this is my delurking post.  I mean, because it's my first.  
Forgive me if I descend into silliness.  I mean, I'm not entirely sure 
what to say, so I'll wing it.  You'd think that as much as I wing it and 
practice my 'poker face' (what with little girls walking in public with, 
say, their fathers, and me trying to notice and not be noticed), I'd win 
at poker more.  Go figure.

Anyway, I'm new to the college scene this fall and one of the first 
things I noticed here was the severe dearth of "eye candy" here.  <sigh>  
Oh, well.  My situation, or my former situation, through high school, is 
interesting, because pretty much all my friends, and almost everyone in 
school who knew me (or knew of me), knew about my preference for younger 
females.  Some people accepted it, some people thought it was sick, some 
people hated me for it, but it didn't really bother my friends; they 
either accepted it or ignored it.  

I'll try not to make this too long.  I suppose I could tell some stories 
about little ones I've known, even though they're not too exciting.  I 
suppose I could respond to stuff, but I'll do that later.  I could end 
this posting, but first a word about the name I decided to choose (if 
it's taken, let me know, I'll find another, I don't want to step on 
toes), I was trying to pick a kewl name from a musical.  I thought this 
was pretty kewl, and I do try to illuminate people, sometimes at least.  

In any case, later!

'Lumire'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Heather' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Daveboy' wrote:
> So I suggest that we give up trying to hang on to that
> outdated word for people like us, because it doesn't MEAN
> 'people like us' any more. If you check your dictionary now
> it should say ' PAEDOPHILE - A mentaly ill person that rapes
> and murders any child that HE can lay his hands on' :-)
> 
> So... Let the press and media HAVE that word to describe these
> monsters. 

Well, speaking as a member of the Big Bad Press :) . . .

I'm happy enough to use the terms boylover or girl-lover (or child
lover, a term I hadn't heard of till I joined this list), but what do I
say when I'm referring to *all* pedophiles, not just child lovers? I've
taken to saying "adults who are attracted to minors," which at least
makes clear that I'm not just talking about sexually active pedophiles,
but it's a bit lengthy. I thought of saying "minor-attracted adults" (in
parallel with "same-gender-attracted persons," which is used in some
homosexuality discussions), but when I tossed this idea out at BoyChat,
everyone sighed and made remarks about political correctness.

It's more than a small problem for me, because I'm working on a site
right now that I hope will be visited by boylovers, girl-lovers, and
recovering offenders - the whole lot - and I'm finding it difficult to
write the introduction. If I use the term "pedophiles," I'll alienate
half the child lovers; if I use the term "child lovers," I'll alienate
every single recovering offender. So for the most part I'm going for
political correctness, since I can at least be precise about what I
mean.

Anyway, that's the perspective of an outsider, and that's one reason
"child lover" doesn't appear in a heck of a lot of news articles. As in
a lot of societal disputes, choosing a word means taking a side, and
even neutral terms may be grabbed by one side (as you've noticed).

'Heather'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Milo'
----------------------------------------------------------------

I don't know how much more I can handle the way we are treated 
as a group. You would think that the Abnormal Psychology 
department would be a little bit more understanding than this, 

  [ You do ?  I would have thought they would have been 
    among the least understanding. ]

but check out this section from my notes:

Sexual Abuse
    Pedophilia
        1. Adults who derive sexual satisfaction through physical 
          & often sexual contact with children who have not yet 
          reached puberty.
        2.Most pedophiles are male; 2/3 of their victims are female
          - Many pedophiles are indifferent to the gender of their
            victim.
        3. COMMON PEDOPHILE - A male stranger who lures children to 
          an isolated spot to molest them.
        4. Motivational factors include:
          - The idea that children will benefit from sexual 
            contacts with adults.
          - The desire for mastery or dominance over another individual.

That just makes me sick. It's going to be so hard not to stand up in
class when we cover this and tell off the professor. What they are
describing in the book is basically a molester, not a pedophile. I wish
there was something we could do, but when I talk to my friends they just
laugh at me and tell me that I'm silly and that I'm using the language
for my own purposes. Blah. We had a speaker come in the other day and
she was talking about being molested by her father as a child, which is
terrible, and then she mentioned not wanting to let her daughter be
around him (understandably) and this was her rationale: "Once a
pedophile, always a pedophile." While that's a true statement, she
doesn't even know what she's talking about.What she should have said was
"Once a molester, always a molester." Oh well guys... Don't give up. Let
me know what you think about all of this nonsense.

'Milo'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Bandersnatch' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Just a note to say that LEON (aka The PROFESSIONAL or The HIT MAN) is on 
UK TV this Sunday (15 November). It's at 10.10 pm on BBC2 (which I 
believe can be seen in Holland and other places somehow). I haven't seen 
it, but here's 'Sir A.J.'s review:

(Dir: Luc Besson, Columbia Pictures, 1994) A stunningly great 
performance by 12-year-old Natalie Portman lifts this B movie out of the 
mundane. She plays it tough and tender, switching a cigarette for a 
lollipop when her father appears. Wonderful chemistry develops between 
her and the illiterate Italian immigrant hitman she moves in with. Leon 
trains her to become an assassin, in order to pay back the twisted Narc 
(the great Gary Oldman) for killing her brother. The denouement borrows 
from 'Silence of the Lambs'; there are many incongruities and lots of 
bloodshed, but it's all worthwhile to watch Natalie light up the screen.

--

'Daveboy' wrote:
>O.K...  I've had as much as I can take!!
>I've decided that I am NOT a paedophile!

OK, but I'm afraid we've gone into this matter of names quite a few 
times here, and I don't see that choosing a new one will help; the old 
associations will just be carried over to the new name. It's a tactic 
which can work with groups on their way to acceptance, like 
negro->black, homosexual->gay (who can later reappropriate the old, even 
insulting terms, like 'n*gger' or 'queer'), but we're a long way from 
that point: we need the 'intelligensia' to accept the *facts* of 
paedophilia first, and then maybe lumping us all together with rapists 
and child murderers would come to be 'politically incorrect'.

Even speaking in vague terms of 'girl-lover' or 'I like children' 
doesn't help: as you start to elaborate, the question "oh you mean 
you're a paedophile" will come up and the average listener's 
braincell(s) will fire and you're back to square one.

--

Further to the recent thread on porn stories, surely there's no 
requirement for them to "reflect reality"? Even 'literary' stories 
aren't expected to do that exactly, and ones that are supposed to feed 
the erotic imagination have to be exaggerated, to make up for the fact 
that they are not 'real life'. Of course it's not a substitute for 
contact with real girls, but many of us have don't have much opportunity 
for that, especially in an erotic sense.

Of course, whether the stories available are any use is another matter: 
'surreal' is how I would describe the few I have looked at. As with 
erotic pictures, it comes down to quality (and personal taste) rather 
than whether they are 'healthy' IMO.

--

On using work (and presumably college) computers for personal email and 
web access, I think many places have a blanket "no personal use" rule 
which they only enforce if you're caught doing something they don't like 
- which undoubtedly would include reading ASGL or browsing Fresh Petals 
- unless you have very enlightened employers. And don't forget that your 
boss (or his System Administrator) can read your email if he is so 
minded, so a web based email account would be safer.

Company and college web access would normally be via a proxy server, I 
imagine, which keeps a log of all URLs accessed (and which machines are 
requesting them) and have its own cache: whether this is a problem would 
depend on whether anyone has the time or inclination to check these; if 
the network is suddenly deluged with downloads of lolita000.jpg to 
lolita999.jpg from a Japanese site somebody might get suspicious :)

I still think the main danger, at work or in the family home, is 
somebody looking over your shoulder :(

'Bandersnatch'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sunstorm' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'n.s. aristoff' wrote:
>'Sunstorm' wrote:
>>                                Light
>>
>>Christmas Eve, 2005. We sit in the darkened parlor, illuminated only by
>>some candles and the glow of lights from a Christmas tree.  The colored
>>lights cast eerie shadows about the room. Across from me is my little
>>one, <snip>
>
>Can I get permission to publish this in the next UDN?
>
>'n.s. aristoff'

Absolutely. I would be honored, as long as no editorial changes 
are made in the text.

'Sunstorm'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Aladdin Truelove' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

On October 29, 'Olivier' wrote:
>Seems quite exciting. I wonder where do you live. In Canada, such a
>thing would be impossible. Not only do we have hot weather only two or
>three months in a year :-(, but a child would never be allowed to roam
>nude (or even topless) on a beach or in a public pool. One province even
>made a juridiction forbidding female children aged 8 and up (if my
>memory is right) to be topless around (or in) a pool.

Hello,

You are thinking of Ontario. Girls age 5 and up there were to be forbidden  
from being topless in public places such as pools, beaches etc.

I do not know for sure whether this has passed into law, or if it was only  
a proposal. I can't imagine anyone prosecuting a five year old girl for  
going topless! I have visited Toronto many times and seen a few toddlers  
swimming in their underwear (but no girls over 5, alas!)

Strangely, there was a recent precedent (the "Gwen Jacobs" case) in the  
Ontario court. Adult women in Ontario can now go topless in public. If this  
is not a double standard, I do not know what is.

While we are on the topic of Canadian law: I am in Canada very frequently.  
I have a question for 'n.s.aristoff' (or anyone else who might know the  
answer).

Canadian criminal law is defined by the federal Criminal Code. According to  
some issues of UDN [Uncommon Desires Newsletter], the age of consent for  
sex in Canada is 14. But, I have heard that some provinces have set it a bit  
higher (18 in some provinces). :-( Is this true?

All of this is rather silly, of course: Historically the idea that  
"consent" can only apply to people well above puberty is a relatively new  
innovation.

--

'?' writes:
>To All,  I've been dyin to tell you about my little darling
>"QT" for ages...

Thanks for this. Do we know you? Or did you just forget to fill
in your nickname? It doesn't matter. It's nice to hear from you.

  [ If not's not clear what a poster's nickname is, I use
    a generic '?' ]

I am very lonely. Whenever I hear about a GL who has overcome
all odds and found a nice girl to share part of his life with,
it makes me hopeful. (It also makes me a bit jealous.)

--

It is wonderful to be part of this list. But anonymous e-mail does
not give a real sense of community. I would really love to meet
some of you and share our feelings in person. I know it is not
possible, and it's not Ianthe's fault. This list is as much as
any of us could hope for in the 1990's.

As a child (27 years old, but still a child), I have a real need
for acknowlegement and validation. If only there were more of a
sense of community, this would be automatic. I know that it isn't
possible for everyone to always post an enthusiastic reply to
every post. I understand that and accept it. I just hope you like
my posts.

'Aladdin Truelove'
-----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Flickorna' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone.

Someone said that it's illegal in Canada for girls older than eight to
go topless at a swimming pool area. Is that right? Where I live there
are no laws about nudity while on private property but in public
children and adults need to be covered. The beaches where I live are
all owned by the state so it is illegal to go nude on any of the
beaches and people have been arrested for going nude at the nude beach
here. The good news is the cops have been leaving those naked people
alone lately. I haven't heard of anyone getting into trouble in a long
time.

--

I saw little 'Maya' today and it brightened me up. First I heard
someone yell, "Hi!" and then yell out my name. I looked and a
beautiful bright-eyed happy 6-year-old girl was smiling back at me. I
talked to her a little, but not much. It was so nice to see her but I
had to leave and I felt sad about that. She was so friendly today, it
was a wonderful surprise.

I was with my mom, and she was talking to me about something serious
and I was slouched down in my seat with a big stupid smile on my face.
"Why are you smiling?" she asked, "Is it because you saw that little
girl?"

"Yeah," I said.

She asked me how I know her and I explained that she came over to
visit 'Anna' a couple of times when I used to live with Anna but they
didn't get along with each other so she stopped coming over. I told
her that I have never had a problem getting along with Maya.

I thought about Maya a lot today.

'Flickorna' loves Maya.
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'The Courier' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

I've decided to screw being a lurker and post more often...

'n.s. aristoff' wrote:
> > [ Yes, I don't think porn stories are very 
> > 'healthy' for those who have no contact with real 
> > girls. ]
> Meaning what?  Meaning: everyone should go out and
> have contact with girls, so they're in the right 
> condition to enjoy porn?  In any case, it's a bizarre 
> statement.  Perhaps you might want to amend it to 
> say: I don't think porn stories reflect reality and 
> it would not be wise for anyone to think that they 
> do?
>    [ Yep, that sounds good to me :) ]

Now that statement I would have to agree with.  I also firmly believe
that fantasy is part of the human sexual self, and that not all
fantasies have to be realistic.  Personal I like the stories where the
authors actually develop a "realistic" plot ("realistic" according to
my own experiences of course).  I try to do the same in my own writing
as well.

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
> The schools I had to attend there where exactly the 
> type of environment that Mr. Gatto refers to in his 
> essay about "The Six Lesson Schoolteacher", which I 
> encourage you all to read.  It's available at:
>       http://www.cantrip.org/

Wow.  Thanks for posting this 'Tr'Pakh'!  This was one of the most
interesting looks at the American school system that I've seen in a
long time.  It really got me thinking...and I can see where my own
school experience so clearly fit this description.  This articles has
spawned several ideas in my head in it's relation to how GL's are
treated but I'll write on that another time - the is late (4:00 in the
morning) and bed is calling...

'The Courier'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Xalex' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Daveboy' wrote:
> O.K...  I've had as much as I can take!!
>
> I've decided that I am NOT a paedophile!
> No way.. never have been... never will be.. never WANT to be!!
>
> There seems to be no other choice than to DUMP that word,
> It's so tied up with ABUSER that I won't use it any more to
> describe ME or any one of you. And it just MAY be the way forward
> for ALL of us...
>
> LOOK... No matter how we complain and moan and try to state our case,
> if we refer to ourselves as 'paedophiles', that immediatly closes
> peoples minds... that word just means, CHILD RAPER, ABUSER, MONSTER,
> PERVERT, MURDERER.
>
> It will NEVER mean 'Child Lover' to any who are not of our minds
> so I suggest we find another 'tag'... and quick.

How about we stick with what we are: child-lovers or girl-lovers. 
Everyone else who is not like me or disagrees with what I am is 
simply a child-hater. I think it would teach many on both sides
of who or what they actually are.

'Xalex'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'S&G' wrote:
>> Kids are sexual beings and need to express it often. I think this situation
>> was like a kid getting caught masturbating in the closet. Okay a bit stretch
>> conclusion but fair enough.
'Desire' wrote back:
>So when you catch a kid masturbating in the closet you also start
>teasing him/her with it?

In appears to me that S&G felt that the boy on the train knew
exactly what he was doing but didn't expect to be invited to
take it to it's logical conclusion :-) Just a game perhaps but I
doubt that this was the first time this boy had rubbed up against
someone. He was just not accustomed to being responded to
by someone who understood his tactics, otherwise he would
not have waved his brother off when he asked what was
happening. That's another opinion.

--

'n.s. aristoff' wrote:
>Can I get permission to publish this in the next UDN?

Oh goody, another UDN :-) ... When?

--

'Daveboy' wrote:
>convicted for his part in the murder of a child, yet again 
>refered to him and others like him as 'paedophiles'

But he may have very well been a pedophile, just a
violent one. The problem comes with labels of any kind.
As soon as you come up with another word you will be
asked to define it and then the images of violence will 
come flooding back into the minds of those who hate.
It is only our lives that will convince others that not *all*
pedophiles are violent. Some feminists would have you
believe that all men are selfish and violent, some racists
would have you believe that other races are inferior, etc.
It is up to us to prove them wrong. Every time I have a
discussion with an adult about my special attention to
children they have inevitably told me about someone
else in their family who was the same way. That could be
a good opportunity to explain things.

>is it worth a debate?

Someone else brought this issue up earlier but everyone
still has their own opinion on it.

--

Re: News Cuttings

>They talked it over and decided to get married. They
>were in love, they said, and Wayne wanted to do right
>by his girlfriend and baby-to-be.

Why is this opinion never considered? Why do adults
assume so much control? It seems obvious to me that
Wayne and his lover were perfectly capable of making
a responsible decision to me.

--

The Moderator wondered:
>Crow says this is the first proof that a smell can affect
>the immune system...
>[ Might the same be true for sexual pleasure ? ]

Most definitely. I have noted that the smell of perfume
is extremely erotic for a woman but the smell of...uh... 
femininity is extremely erotic for a man. I have yet to poll 
the lesbians I know <hehe>.

'Sanctuary'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Christin' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

>'Susan' wrote regarding 'Olivier's mention of Canadian ordinaces:
>>*LOL!* I can't believe it! What fu*kin gouverment in the world is able to
>>tell people on which place and that and what they have to wear?? That
>>sounds *really* funny for me! *ROTFL*  --  sorry, but that can't be true!
>
>It's like that in the US, too.  When my cousins visited from
>Germany, they were taken very aback when I told them that they
>could not change into and out of their swimsuits poolside, but
>had to use the dressing room (they were 9 and 11, visiting here
>with their father for a few weeks this summer).

Hey, *what's going on* and *why*?? That's a true sign for sickness - are we
living in the "mid-age" (kann mir mal jemand sagen, was "Mittelalter" auf
englisch heisst? Danke! :-)  And because of that happens only on a few
places, not everywhere, we have one more sign that such behaviour *can't be
normal*. The thing that I can't understand is, why don't people tell this
to governments, that there must be a problem in there way of thinking? I 
mean, nobody is perfect... ;-)

>She still doesn't understand what the big deal is,

Me too... :-)

>I'm glad to hear that David's films are making a comback.  I only
>wish they could be shown here.

Hmm, what is "here"? :-) and what about Satellite-TV? The next mail I'll
write is to this TV-stations again. Because it was a very simple job: I
visited their website and asked them, "hi, I want to see David Hamilton's
'Laura' again. Can you please do it?" - And the reply was: "Sorry, we only
have 'Bilitis' and 'Tender cousins'!"  --  And 14 days later there was
'Laura' on VOX... Hehe. :-)  (Really!)

I'll send a mail to ASGL, if there will be one more of his films.

>As for the t-shirts... where can I get one? :)

Hmm, are you a beautiful young girl with a shiny and happy personality? :-)
I think I ask the two ladies at "le Club" (www.vanillaroads.de/le_club)
for a special chapter about *this* "Sweatshirt-story" :-))  Or may be you
should ask David... *grin*.

>I'd be interested in knowing how old you are, Susan.

Almost 40

>The last time I was in Germany (which was in the early 90s), and woman
>over 20 would not be caught dead holding hands with a 14 year old in
>public.

In the early 90s? Believe me, we just did it - and who cares?

>Of course that was about the same time the child sex hysteria was
>starting up over there, and Gerd Behrend had to shut down his
>naturist magazine publishing operations not too long after I came home.

So, it must be 1997, I think.

>Ach, wie ich die Sonnenkinder vermisse!  Das war mal meine lieblings
>Zeitschrift. Ich hab' mich immer gefreut als ich ein neues Heft im
>Kiosk sah. Ah, those were the days!

:-) Naja, um ehrlich zu sein, ich fand die gar nicht so toll. Aber dass
sie eingestellt wurde, nunja, CDU eben :-)  The "Christian Democratic
Party" - a synonyme for "mid age" - was only able to do two things: make
the rich people richer, and produce problems by trying to spell the word
"future". And because of that we gave them "the bill"  >:->>>

Die beknackte "Familienministerin" hat ja eh nie *wirklich* was auf die
Beine gestellt... die arme Sau... *grin*. Have you ever seen this lady? She
looks like she must be *so very* uptight that I wonder that she is able to
*walk*  --  *big grin*

Her greatest performance was to stop one or two of these "Naturist
Magazines" and tell us, now this was a great step against child abuse and
rape, and so on. I thought, whew! This must be a wonder! No more abuse only
because of 2 titles less in the papershops. :-)

   [ I hear that the boy magazine Koinos is also currently under
     threat of legal action in Germany. ]

>Viele Gruesse nach Deutschland!

Danke! :-)  BTW, you "nude in public-specialist" :-), can you tell me about
this things in other countries? If I remember right, they have summer 
when we reach the other side of the world in December. So, she is a beauty 
and may be we start a revolution on the beaches? At first, reaching the 
beach wearing our special Sweatshirts and than...  *grin*

:-) Grube,

'Christin'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



The repressed pedophile's guide to how to "JUST SAY NO" (tm) 
to babysitting the preteen ballet class:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

 "I'D LOVE TO, BUT........"

 22 I have to floss my cat.
 21 I've been scheduled for a penis transplant.
 20 It wouldn't be fair to the other Beautiful Children
 19 I did my own thing and now I've got to undo it.
 18 I have to go to the Post Office to see if I'm still wanted.
 17 I'm planning to go downtown to cruise the children's wear.
 16 I'm trying to see how long I can go without saying yes.
 15 I'm worried about my vertical hold.
 14 Our plot to take over the world is thickening.
 13 I have to fulfill my potential on reggae guitar.
 12 I've got to read the past three year's ASGL-L postings.
 11 My mother would never let me hear the end of it.
 10 I have to draw Sarah nude for an art scholarship.
 9  I promised to help Santa pack presents.
 8  IIIIIIIIIII... feel a song coming oooooooooon!
 7  I'm trying to be less popular with little girls.
 6  I'm writing a love letter to Melissa Etheridge.
 5  You know how we sexual psychotics are.
 4  I'm on police internet duty that night.
 3  My uncle escaped.
 2  The other preteen ballet class booked me already.
 1  It's that time of the month.

----------------------------------------------------------------




'n.s. aristoff' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

>'Tr'Pakh' or Desire (????) wrote:

>I would not like to blame Freud for that. To me, he did a wonderful
>job in setting up a theory about the human mind - even if it is at
>some places majorly flawed. 

Majorly flawed?  That's an understatement. Freud came up with a theory
of mind based on a mythical human past which had no empirical basis
(read: Civilisation & its Discontents; Totem and Taboo, which are
embarrassing philosophical tracts) and then beat his clients over the
head with the idea that all their problems could be traced to problems
created by their parents.  Freud founded victim culture, in fact.  Those
who came before him merely followed in his footsteps.  Freud also was
the first to recognize and then immediately deny child sexuality, the
latency period being his most idiotic moment.  He did society no
favors.  Kincaid, who is pretty clueless himself sometimes, does a
wonderful job deconstructing Freud on this point in "Erotic Innocence."

>The problem lies with the people who came behind him. They read Freud the way
many >conservative Christians read the BibleWho are you talking about here? 
Almost no one >followed Freud like the Bible.  That's why there have been so
many schools in >psychology.  There have many versions of "strictly Freudian,"
and even more versions >of Freud the proponents of which believed were
improvements.  Even Reich was, at >heart, a Freudian.

You're correct when you say that "psychiatry is quackery".  The entire
edifice of psychiatry/psychology has to be torn down.  If you want some
good reading on that:

- The Nurture Assumption (which AS is selling)
- Manufacturing Victims, by Dr. Tana Dineen (which AS isn't selling)

I also recommend Kincaid's "Erotic Innocence" for deconstructing Freud. 
But Kincaid has his own problems, not the least of which is his
misunderstanding of adult sexual attraction to children.

--

> In fact, parenting as a whole has no effect who children turn out 
> to be.

It depends on what you mean with 'parenting'. Parents have a high
influence on how children are going to be - but those things that are
generally called 'parenting' are probably the things that matter the
least. What really matters is the kind of environment the parents
provide, the kind of atmosphere the child grows up in. It's what one
teaches a child without meaning or even realizing it that is likely 
to influence them the most.

Precisely wrong.  The Nurture Assumption proves:

(a) studies which claim that the environment parents provide for their
kids has a bearing on how their kids turn out do not actually prove that
proposition at all.  In fact, the studies actually tend to refute that
idea when you examine their underlying assumptions.

The Nurture Assumption also provides a very powerful theory which is as
yet unanswered (i.e., not refuted by current evidence or studies) that
the environment which parents provide their kids has no bearing at all
on how they turn out.  What matters is the kids' peer group.  Parents
are irrelevant.  Please read the book or, perhaps even more fun, cite me
some evidence to support your position so I can have fun refuting you!
:-)

'n.s. aristoff'
--------------------------------------------------------------------
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'Freddy' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi from Freddy,

'Milo', I think it is possible to argue against the common misconception
that you outlined about paedophiles being 'predators', without necessarily
giving yourself away as one. I personally would have to challenge the
views that were being presented, because I'm like that! And  it's good
to say things that make people feel uncomfortable, not really knowing
whether what you say is what you believe. Mind you it helps that I no
longer really care how people view me, and have learned to speak my
mind. ( I used to be painfully shy and quiet, but no longer!). How to go
about it is to generalize. If the point being put forward is - all
paedophiles attempt to lure young children to places where they can rape
them, etc., I would firstly challenge that assumption and ask where the
proof of this is! Sure it's wrong to abuse children, in any form, but
there is surely a difference between a predator and some one who really
loves them and doesn't take advantage. It would be good if you could
give some sort of example of someone, but of course this isn't easy.
Also try to be casual and make it look as if you are just trying to see
the whole of the argument. At the end of the day, people will believe
what they like! I think I'm a fairly reasonable person, who couldn't
hurt a child, and even finds it hard to be hurtful to adults, although I
do have a very cutting sense of humour, but I think many of my friends
would be surprised, (Or perhaps not?) at my sexual preference. The point
is, how can you tell a paedophile unless they stand up and say they are
one. Does any of this make sense?

Actually I do find it interesting how people present these surveys. Who
are they interviewing? Probably no-one. I think they just write whatever
they know people will believe. Like 'all Jews, blacks, gays etc. are bad',
and 'we can prove it because 70% of all crime is committed by them', so
all paedophiles lure little children to dark alley ways. (Have you ever
tried that? I haven't of course, but I imagine that such a scenario
would have the child running screaming down the street!) Also makes me
wonder - Are all children really that stupid? And why aren't the parents
keeping an eye on them. Oh, it's too much trouble. No I won't go into
that one! The fact is that children are in more danger from their own
parents than anyone else, and emotional and physical abuse are much more
serious and commonplace. ( I know, I interviewed 1000 virtual children).
So should we be outlawing parents?

   [ See the articles at the end of this posting. ]

Ok. Not all paedophiles are nice people, of course they aren't. But
unless we have someway of expressing our voice, without reprisal, who
will ever know. How do downtrodden minorities finally achieve freedom?
They get of their backsides and make hell. Problem is that with all such
uprisings there are martyrs to the cause, and I for one am not ready to
be a martyr, are you?

By the way, thanks to the guy who gave that info about those japanese
doll things. I havn't had such fun since I played with my little sisters
dolls!

Thats goodnight from me, and its goodnight from him ( So sue me, Ronnie!)

'Freddy'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Olivier' writes :
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Daveboy' wrote:
> So I suggest that we give up trying to hang on to that
> outdated word for people like us, because it doesn't MEAN
> 'people like us' any more. If you check your dictionary now
> it should say ' PAEDOPHILE - A mentaly ill person that rapes
> and murders any child that HE can lay his hands on' :-)
> 
> So... Let the press and media HAVE that word to describe these
> monsters. 

Personally, I don't think using a different term will help us. 

Definitions change from dictionnary to dictionary, and the same words 
have different meanings from people to people. It is perhaps more 
important to change people's mentality and their perception of us. Most 
dictionnaries will describe paedophilia as the sexual attraction of an 
adult towards children. It doesn't mean monster, and I think it applies 
to a majority of this group's participants. However, nowhere will you 
find the word "love" in the definition of peadophilia, nor do people 
think it is possible for an adult to fall in love with a child. Could it 
be more usefull to prove that such a thing is possible, rather than 
trying to make up a new word for something people do not even admit ?

--

'Milo' wrote:
> That just makes me sick. It's going to be so hard not to stand up in
> class when we cover this and tell off the professor. What they are
> describing in the book is basically a molester, not a pedophile.

I know what you mean. My philosophy professor, wich takes a great pride 
in saying he tries to avoid prejudices, once talked in really ignorant 
terms of paedophilia. I was so upset that I decided to meet him outside 
the class to discuss with him. He was really interested in what I said, 
and understood very well the difference between common perception of 
peadophilia, and what it really is (at least, for me). If you trust your 
professor, explaining your point of view might be a good idea. I am glad 
I did it. The more people will accept peadophilia is not abuse, the 
better will it be. (Please do not take this as an advice. I hate to give 
advices, because it sounds so pretentious. :-) I only wanted to share 
something similar that happened to me.)

--

'Milo' wrote:
> You would think that the Abnormal Psychology 
> department would be a little bit more understanding than this, 
> but check out this section from my notes: (snip!)

It reminds me of a psychology book (a quite recent one) I stumbled over 
last week. The author classified peadophiles in two archetypes :

   1. The young male adolescent who has no chance with girls of his 
age, and who compensates by unleashing his sexual frustration on 
little girls.

   2. The forty to sixty years old man who is unsure about his 
virility, and who chooses something easy to possess and dominate: 
children.

Quite surprising that people having complex and sophisticated ideas 
about sexuality in general can generalize that much when it comes to 
something they don't accept...

--

Glad to meet you, 'Lumiere'. I enjoyed your first post. 

Good day to all of you. 

'Olivier'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Bandersnatch' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'n.s. aristoff' wrote:
>I also recommend Kincaid's "Erotic Innocence" for deconstructing
>Freud. But Kincaid has his own problems, not the least of which
>is his misunderstanding of adult sexual attraction to children.

I haven't read Kincaid, but are you claiming that you *do* understand 
adult sexual attraction to children, n.s.? (Or adult attraction to 
adults for that matter.) If so, would you care to illuminate us? (I'm 
trying not to sound too flippant, but it does seem to be rather a 
crucial issue.)

--

Here's something for paranoia buffs:

    A FREE COUNTRY? 

    James Heartfield challenges the new fear of freedom

    Imagine a country that turned its back on freedom. 
    It would be a country with a growing number of policemen.
    More people would be in prison than ever before. Video
    cameras would track your every move in public. Thousands
    of those who were not in prison would be subject to
    non-custodial sentences, like probation, or put on special
    registers so that they had to report to the police on a
    regular basis.

You can read the whole article here:

http://www.informinc.co.uk/LM/LM115/LM115_Freedom.html

In case you hadn't guessed, it ends up:

    Imagine a country that turned its back on freedom, and
    now look around you.

'Bandersnatch'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Tr'Pakh' writes
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Christin' wrote regarding laws about toplessness:
>Hey, *what's going on* and *why*?? That's a true sign for sickness - are we
>living in the "mid-age" (kann mir mal jemand sagen, was "Mittelalter" auf

"Mittelalter" heisst auf Englisch "Middle Ages".

>englisch heisst? Danke! :-)  And because of that happens only on a few
>places, not everywhere, we have one more sign that such behaviour *can't be
>normal*. The thing that I can't understand is, why don't people tell this
>to governments, that there must be a problem in there way of thinking? I 
>mean, nobody is perfect... ;-)

Well, it doesn't take the most observant person in the world to
see that most of the US is deeply neurotic.

Personally, I think the biggest part of the problem is that most
people in this country don't understand (and hence they fear) their
own sexuality, so they fear the sexuality of others even more.

Just take a look at all the "sexual harrassment" suits that are
pending in the courts.  Pretty soon there will be laws telling
us that no person can look at someone of the opposite sex without
getting written permission first.

And don't even get me started about the US government.  IMNERHO,
if the Founding Fathers could see what's been made of the system
and constitution that they fought and compromised so hard to
bring into being, they'd start another revolution.  Our illustrious
government has become exactly the kind of system that the likes
of John Adams, Ben Franklin, Thomas Jefferson, Patrick Henry,
and George Washington fought to overthrow.

Did you know that the US government has the legal right to sieze
your property (house, car, business, aircraft, anything and
everything that you own) on the mere *suspicion* that you deal
drugs?  No proof, no due process, no warranted search, nothing.

   [ Now the same in the UK too. ]

The burden of proof is placed on the citizen to prove that they
do NOT deal drugs.  This is in direct violation of the constitution,
and yet the Supreme Court has upheld this travesty of a law!

It was originally designed to give law enforcement leverage
against high-volume drug dealers by confiscating all their
favorite posessions (and these people *love* their money and
posessions!), but the language used in the legislation leaves
it wide open to abuse.  If a neighbor doesn't like you, he
can leave an anonymous tip with the police that you deal drugs,
and they can take everything away from you.

   [ As with many such cases, the police find the 'big boys'
     too hard to crack, except sometimes by accident, and
     so end up going for the little people. ]

One case happened in Texas, I'm not quite sure exactly where,
but the owner of a nursery (trees and shrubs, not kids!) was
arrested at the airport for carrying too much cash, a sign of
a drug dealer.  In reality, he was making a trip to Houston
(or was it Austin?) to purchase supplies for his business,
for which he got a substantial discount if he paid in cash.
The cashier at the airport who sold him the ticket got 
suspicious when he paid the $400.00 fare in cash instead
of with a credit card and called security, who confiscated
his cash and told him to be on his way.  His business went
under because he couldn't buy supplies, and over six years
later, he is still unable, even with ample evidence in the
form of witnesses and ledgers, to get back the money that
was wrongfully taken from him.

That's the kind of police state we live in, and the people
can't tell the government to stop, because the government
has forgotten that *it* works for *us*, and not the other
way around.  The US no longer has government of the people,
by the people, for the people, it has government of the people,
by the rich, for the rich (don't even *think* of running for
office if you can't ante up at least a million bucks!).

Besides, most people don't even *know* that laws like the
one I mentioned above even exist.

>Danke! :-)  BTW, you "nude in public-specialist" :-), can you tell me about
>this things in other countries?

Uh, well, umm ... I really only know the situation in the US,
and how it affects my European visitors, and what I've seen
while visiting my family in Germany ...

--

'n.s. aristoff' wrote:
>>'Tr'Pakh' or Desire (????) wrote:
>>I would not like to blame Freud for that. To me, he did a wonderful
>>job in setting up a theory about the human mind - even if it is at
>>some places majorly flawed. 

That, I think, was Desire's response to my Freud-bashing.

>You're correct when you say that "psychiatry is quackery".  The entire
>edifice of psychiatry/psychology has to be torn down.  If you want some
>good reading on that:

I, however, am definitely the one who asserted that "psychiatry
is quackery", and, unless something drastically changes in that
particular community, I will stand by that assertion until the
end of time.

>I also recommend Kincaid's "Erotic Innocence" for deconstructing Freud. 
>But Kincaid has his own problems, not the least of which is his
>misunderstanding of adult sexual attraction to children.

Well, what can you expect of someone writing about paedophilia
who has no first-hand knowledge of the subject?

Actually, I think he does understand that there *is* a difference
between adult sexual attraction to children and adult sexual
attraction to adults, but:
        1) he can't quite put a finger on what it is, and
        2) he can't dare to put it into words for fear of being
           labelled a child-molester.

Truthfully, I think _Erotic_Innocence_, while it doesn't make a
case *for* paedophiles (which it doesn't claim to do in the first
place), definitely makes a strong case *against* pedo-bashing and
the witchhunt mentality that has taken over politics and the media,
and I think he hits the nail on the head with the way he describes
the child-molesting "script", and how every story the media can
get it's hands on gets shoe-horned into that script, regardless of
the actual facts of the case.  He also is one of the few authors
who has bothered to point out how the "child's" opinion in cases
like Latourno and the Compton/Akers case in Maryland gets completely
ignored by both the press and the law.

--

Anyway, I've droned on enough for one post.

Be well, all!

'Tr'Pakh'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Andrej' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Lumire' wrote: 
>I'll try not to make this too long. I suppose I could tell some stories
>about little ones I've known, even though they're not too exciting. 

Please tell us those stories. We would be glad to hear them. And believe
me, there is no boring story with the little girls in it.  

--

'Heather' wrote: 
>'Daveboy' wrote: 
>So I suggest that we give up trying to hang on to that outdated word for
>people like us, because it doesn't MEAN 'people like us' any more. If
>you check your dictionary now it should say ' PAEDOPHILE - A mentaly ill
>person that rapes and murders any child that HE can lay his hands on'
>:-) 

I agree with you. There is no way in a million years that anybody will
be able to make the word pedophile (or paedophile) describe real child
lovers.

>I'm happy enough to use the terms boylover or girl-lover (or child
>lover, a term I hadn't heard of till I joined this list), but what do I
>say when I'm referring to *all* pedophiles, not just child lovers? 

Well you have to separate them anyway. In your introduction on your
web site (I hope we will have the address when you finish it), each
group should have a different name. Child lovers (for those who love
children regardless of gender), girl lovers, boy lovers (if your love is
mostly for girls or boys), child molesters (there are so many names you
can use to describe those who hurt children, among others are pedophile,
offender, predator...), recovering offenders (for those who hurted a
child and are doing their best not to offend (hurt) again).

You have to separate all these groups of people regardless of the
cause. We are not the same. And hardly the name will be found to put as
all under one roof. You can try with 'those who are attracted to
children' but still, those who love children and those who hurt children
are both attracted to them and there is a huge difference between these
two groups of people.

That's my opinion and I could be wrong like everybody else. Of
course, I would like to hear more from you and the others regarding this
subject. 

'Milo' wrote:
>What they are describing in the book is basically a molester, not a
>pedophile. I wish there was something we could do, but when I talk to my
>friends they just laugh at me and tell me that I'm silly and that I'm
>using the language for my own purposes. Blah. We had a speaker come in
>the other day and she was talking about being molested by her father as
>a child, which is terrible, and then she mentioned not wanting to let
>her daughter be around him (understandably) and this was her rationale:
>"Once a pedophile, always a pedophile." While that's a true statement,
>she doesn't even know what she's talking about.What she should have said
>was "Once a molester, always a molester." Oh well guys... Don't give up.
>Let me know what you think about all of this nonsense. 
  
I will give you my opinion on this. I think they are right because in
the society today the word 'pedophile' and 'molester' have the same
meaning. No matter how wrong they are, they will still have the same
meaning for these words. Pedophile, molester, abuser, predator, rapist,
child killer, monster, offender, they all have more or less the same
meaning: the one who dislike, hurt, rape and kill children. And I see
now that there is no way for us to fight that, to try to correct the
whole society because they will not let us do that. 

This is simply the truth: you are not a pedophile but child lover.
Simple as that. When somebody ask you who you love, you say that you
love children. And if he ask you are you a pedophile, you say no, I am
child lover because I don't hate children and I don't want to hurt them
but because I love them with all my heart, body and soul (that love
don't have to be only sexual one but it can be emotional, spiritual and
so on). You change the word but the meaning is the same.  

--

'Daveboy' wrote: 
>O.K... I've had as much as I can take!! I've decided that I am NOT a
>paedophile! 

You are right. I am not a pedophile neither. I am child lover and
that's what I am going to be until the day I die. 

>OK, but I'm afraid we've gone into this matter of names quite a few
>times here, and I don't see that choosing a new one will help; the old
>associations will just be carried over to the new name. 

Of course you are right. The fight is far from over with choosing a
new name. But we have to start somewhere. If choosing a child lover
insted of a pedophile or child offender is going to show that we want to
separate ourselves from those who hurt children, then it's worth of
shot. And I am sure that this society is capable of comprehending how a
real child lover should look like. Among others, the example of my idol,
Lewis Carroll, is enough to separate child love from child abuse. And
we, on daily basis, have to explain the difference between loving and
hating a child because there is a huge one.  

-- 

'Aladdin Truelove' wrote: 
>It is wonderful to be part of this list. But anonymous e-mail does not
>give a real sense of community. I would really love to meet some of you
>and share our feelings in person. I know it is not possible, and it's
>not Ianthe's fault. This list is as much as any of us could hope for in
>the 1990's. 

I would like to meet others from this mailing list as well. It would
be so great if we all could be together. But that would put us all in
the great danger 'cos I am sure that some people out there couldn't wait
for that to happen so that they would be praised as cracking another
'pedophile ring' or something like that. As you said, in the 1990's even
this is fantastic to have considering the level of hatered the society
has toward child lovers.

>As a child (27 years old, but still a child), I have a real need for
>acknowlegement and validation. If only there were more of a sense of
>community, this would be automatic. I know that it isn't possible for
>everyone to always post an enthusiastic reply to every post. I
>understand that and accept it. I just hope you like my posts. 

Don't worry. Your posts are great (I really mean it). And you see, I
am 24 years old and I feel much, much closer to the world of children
than to that of adults. And I miss my mother (and my sister) telling me
to clean up my room or to take a shower. I always had the best time
being a kid and thinking and acting as one which I still do. 

--

'Flickorna' wrote:  
>I saw little 'Maya' today and it brightened me up. First I heard someone
>yell, "Hi!" and then yell out my name. I looked and a beautiful
>bright-eyed happy 6-year-old girl was smiling back at me. I talked to
>her a little, but not much. It was so nice to see her but I had to leave
>and I felt sad about that. She was so friendly today, it was a wonderful
>surprise. 

That is so funny that you have mentioned this name, 'Maya', because
back in my counrty (where I am going back soon) I had for a friend a
little girl, 6 or 7-year-old whose real name was Maya (in my language
you write it, Maja). We had many happy moments playing together outside
or talking to each other. Such a beautiful feeling having a little girl
for a best friend.  

--

'Xalex' wrote: 
>>'Daveboy' wrote: 
>>O.K... I've had as much as I can take!! 
>>I've decided that I am NOT a paedophile! No way.. never have been...
>>never will be.. never WANT to be!! 
>>There seems to be no other choice than to DUMP that word, It's so tied
>>up with ABUSER that I won't use it any more to describe ME or any one of
>>you. And it just MAY be the way forward for ALL of us... 
>>LOOK... No matter how we complain and moan and try to state our case, if
>>we refer to ourselves as 'paedophiles', that immediatly closes peoples
>>minds... that word just means, CHILD RAPER, ABUSER, MONSTER, PERVERT,
>>MURDERER. 
>
>It will NEVER mean 'Child Lover' to any who are not of our minds so I
>suggest we find another 'tag'... and quick. 
>How about we stick with what we are: child-lovers or girl-lovers.
>Everyone else who is not like me or disagrees with what I am is simply a
>child-hater. I think it would teach many on both sides of who or what
>they actually are. 

All this that you wrote is very true. I, too, felt before that we
should stick to the word 'pedophile' because that word really means
child lover but unfortunately that knowledge is only limited to the
people in this mailing list and that's it. For the society at large, the
word 'pedophile' means EVERYTHING BUT child lover. So I think we should
distinguish ourselves from the word 'pedophile' and call ourselves
simply child lover (or girl lover, if you prefer to distinguish yourself
from boy lovers although I think we should all unite ourselves and be
child lovers).

--

'Sanctuary' wrote: 
>Every time I have a discussion with an adult about my special attention
>to children they have inevitably told me about someone else in their
>family who was the same way. That could be a good opportunity to explain
>things. 
>
>Is it worth a debate? 

  Yes, it is worth a debate, believe me, I have ones often. And I think
that is the best opportunity to explain things when the person you talk
to is saying that they have similar situation in their family. It is
worth it. Everytime you make a difference between the real child lover
(the person who loves and cares for children) and the child abuser (we
can even call such a person a pedophile, the one who want to hurt
children), it is worth an effort. We have to do that if we want to
survive 'cos there is almost nobody out there to do it for us.  Good
luck, my friend. 

'Andrej'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Xalex' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

'Heather' wrote:
> Anyway, that's the perspective of an outsider, and that's one reason
> "child lover" doesn't appear in a heck of a lot of news articles. As in
> a lot of societal disputes, choosing a word means taking a side, and
> even neutral terms may be grabbed by one side (as you've noticed).

The sad reality is that 'child lovers' are not interesting to the 
media because stories about child-raping sex-maniacs sell much better
than the ones about well presented, down-to-earth person who fancies 
little girls.

'Xalex'
---------------------------------------------------------------



'The Pretender' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

>[ Wow! Many thanks for this work! ]

No problem!  I just felt it would help people here to see some actual
FACTS that show where the REAL abuse is taking place.  I know there
are some people who may feel a bit better knowing the truth.

As a follow up, I wanted to touch on some points that fall in line
with my previous post.

>'Sanctuary' wrote...
>One of her main contentions was that girls are really looking for
>a father and if their own fathers loved them properly there would
>be no need for pedophiles. I'm sure that is part of it but I know
>there is a lot more to it.

It is VERY interesting that you mention this, since this is a BIG part
of what I was trying to draw attention to.

The comment "girls are really looking for a father and if their own
fathers loved them properly there would be no need for pedophiles" is
actually quite thought provoking when added to my previous post.

In that message I provided statistics showing:

>Out of 1000 children, 333 will be born to unwed mothers. [33%] 
>
>We know that 25% of children will live with live in a fatherless
>home, while only 5% will live in a motherless home.
>
>Out of 1000 children, 250 will live with the mother as a single
parent. [25%] 
>
>125 of them will be girls These girls are "fatherless" and would 
>benefit from a male influence. 
>
>[Quoted from a Big Brothers/Big Sisters representative "we have a
>very small number of men matched with girls"]
>
>This is a total of 12.5% of _ALL_ children, that are girls with no
>MALE influence in their lives!  Absolutely EVERY single study ever
>done that compared a man/woman household to a woman only household
>showed that children were better off in the man/woman household.

The fact that of the matter is that 30% of the children living with a
single parent, 25% live with the mother only serves to support the
figures that females abuse children in 61% of ALL cases.

This is not a put down to women, but it is a _defense_ for men.

Back to my statement, I tend to think that the comment "girls are
really looking for a father..." has more truth to it than people
realize!

However, it _doesn't_ mean that "girls are looking for a LOVER" in
this regard.  That seems to be a point some people are missing.  There
is a definite lack of males in the homes, but when girls reach out for
support, men need to be able to respond in a supportive non-sexual
manner.

If we can't/don't/won't do this, then we will only further alienate
ourselves from girls and society at large.

--

'n.s. aristoff' wrote...
>>> In fact, parenting as a whole has no effect who children turn out 
>>> to be.
>>
>> 'Desire' wrote...
>>It depends on what you mean with 'parenting'. Parents have a high
>>influence on how children are going to be - but those things that
>>are generally called 'parenting' are probably the things that matter the
>>least. What really matters is the kind of environment the parents
>>provide, the kind of atmosphere the child grows up in. It's what one
>>teaches a child without meaning or even realizing it that is likely 
>>to influence them the most.
>>
>'n.s. aristoff' wrote...
>Precisely wrong.  The Nurture Assumption proves:
>
>(a) studies which claim that the environment parents provide for
>their kids has a bearing on how their kids turn out do not actually 
>prove that proposition at all.  In fact, the studies actually tend 
>to refute that idea when you examine their underlying assumptions.
>
>The Nurture Assumption also provides a very powerful theory which is
>as yet unanswered (i.e., not refuted by current evidence or studies)
>that the environment which parents provide their kids has no bearing 
>at all on how they turn out.  What matters is the kids' peer group.  
>Parents are irrelevant.  Please read the book or, perhaps even more 
>fun, cite me some evidence to support your position so I can have fun 
>refuting you!

O.K. How about this, you're both right and you're both wrong!  

Here are some snippets from a story I scanned/OCR'ed.  Full text
credits are given below, and I think it will help clear this up.

>parents appear to have relatively little effect on how children turn
>out, once genetic influences are accounted for...
<snip>
>One intriguing implication of behavioral genetic research is that
>children arein many ways driving their own development, through the 
>choices they make, the reactions they elicit, even the friends they pick 
<snip>
>But parents are crucial collaborators in that process, and that means
>that their role in shaping their children may actually be larger than 
>it first appears.
>How a parent responds to a child's genetically-influenced
>characteristics may make all the difference in how those traits are 
>_expressed_

Here is the story in question...

=====

 Do Parents Really Matter? (Psychology Today - Feb. 1998)

David Reiss, M.D., didn't want to believe it. The George Washington
University psychiatrist had worked for more than 12 years on a study
of adolescent development-just completed-and its conclusions were a
surprise, to say the least. "I'm talking to you seven or eight years
after the initial results came out, so I can sound very calm and
collected now" says Reiss. "But I was shocked." This, even though
other scientists had previously reached similar conclusions in many
smaller-scale studies. "We knew about those results, but we didn't
believe it," says Reiss, speaking of himself and one of his
collaborators, E. Mavis Heatherington, Ph.D. "Now we've done the
research ourselves, so..." He sighs. "We're not ever going to believe
it, but we're going to have to act as if we do."

What Reiss and his colleagues discovered, in one of the longest and
most thorough studies of child development ever attempted, was that
parents appear to have relatively little effect on how children turn
out, once genetic influences are accounted for. "The original
objective was to look for environmental differences," says Reiss. "We
didn't find many" Instead, it seems that genetic influences are
largely responsible for how "adjusted" kids are: how well they do in
school, how they get along with their peers, whether they engage in
dangerous or delinquent behavior. "If you follow the study's
implications through to the end, it's a radical revision of
contemporary theories of child development," says Reiss. "I can't even
describe what a paradigm shift it is."

The only member of the research team who wasn't surprised by the
results, Reiss recalls, was Robert Plomin, Ph.D., a researcher at the
Institute of Psychiatry in London. Plomin is a behavioral geneticist,
and he and others in his field have been saying for years what Reiss
has just begun to accept:  genes have a much greater influence on our
personalities than previously thought, and parenting much less. The
work of behavioral geneticists has been the focus of considerable
controversy among psychologists, but it has been mostly ignored by
parents, despite ample attention from the media. That may be because
such coverage has rarely described just how genes are thought to wield
their purported influence. Behavioral geneticists don't claim that
genes are blueprints that direct every detail of our personality and
behavior; rather, they propose that heredity reveals itself through
complex interactions with the environment. Their theories are far more
subtle, and more persuasive, than the simple idea of heredity as
destiny It is by participating in these very interactions, some
scientists now say, that parents exert their own considerable
influence-and they can learn to exert even more.

As behavioral geneticists understand it, the way heredity shapes who
we are is less like one-way dictation and more like spirited rounds of
call and response, with each phrase spoken by heredity summoning an
answer from the environment. Scientists' unwieldy name for this
exchange is " evocative gene-environment correlations," so called
because people's genetic makeup is thought to bring forth particular
reactions from others, which in turn influence their personalities. A
baby with a sunny disposition will receive more affection than one who
is difficult; an attractive child will be smiled at more often than a
homely one. And the qualities that prompt such responses from parents
are likely to elicit more of the same from others, so that over time a
self-image is created and confirmed in others' eyes.

Even as genes are calling forth particular reactions, they're also
reaching out for particular kinds of experience. That's because each
person's DNA codes for a certain type of nervous system: one that
feels alarm at new situations, one that craves strong sensations, or
one that is sluggish and slow to react. Given an array of
opportunities, some researchers say, children will pick the ones that
are most suited to their "genotype," or genetic endowment. As they
grow older, they have more chances to choose~friends, interests, jobs,
spouses~decisions that both reflect and define personality.
 
In order for genes and environment to interact in this way, they need
to be in constant conversation, back and forth. Since parents usually
raise the children to whom they have passed on their genes, that's
rarely a problem: they are likely to share and perhaps appreciate the
qualities of their offspring. And the environment they provide their
children with may further support their natural abilities: highly
literate parents might give birth to an equally verbal child, then
raise her in a house full of books. Developmental psychologists call
this fortunate match "goodness of fit." But problems may arise if
nurture and nature aren't on speaking terms-if a child's environment
doesn't permit or encourage expression of his natural tendencies. That
may happen when children's abilities don't match their parents
expectations; when their genetically-influenced temperament clashes
with that of their parents; or when their environment offers them few
opportunities to express themselves constructively, as is often the
case with children who grow up in severe poverty. Research has shown
that a poor person-to-environment match can lead to decreased
motivation, diminished mental health, and rebellious or anti-social
behavior.

The dialogue between genes and environment becomes more complicated
when a sibling adds another voice. Although siblings share an average
of 50 percent of their genes, the half that is different-and the
kaleidoscopic ways that genes can combine-leads their genotypes to ask
different questions and get different answers from what would seem to
be the same environment. In fact, siblings create individual
environments of their own by seeking out different experiences and by
evoking different responses from parents, friends, and others. Like
the proverbial blind men touching the leg, the trunk, or the tail of
an elephant, they "see" different parts of the same animal. "Our
studies show that parents do indeed treat their children differently,
but that they are in large measure responding to differences that are
already there," says Robert Plomin. "Family environment does have an
effect on personality development, but not in the way we've always
thought. It's the experiences that siblings don't share that matter,
not the ones they do."

One intriguing implication of behavioral genetic research is that
children are in many ways driving their own development, through the
choices they make, the reactions they elicit, even the friends they
pick (see "The Power of Peers," below). But parents are crucial
collaborators in that process, and that means that their role in
shaping their children may actually be larger than it first appears.
How a parent responds to a child's genetically-influenced
characteristics may make all the difference in how those traits are
expressed, says David Reiss. In his formulation, the parent-child
relationship acts as a sort of translator of genetic influence: the
genotype provides the basic plot, but parenting gives it tone and
inflection, accent and emphasis. He calls this conception of gene
environment correlation "the relationship code," and says that it
returns to parents some of the influence his study would seem to give
to genes. 'Our data actually give the role of parents a real boost-but
it's saying that the story doesn't necessarily start with the parent,"
says Reiss. "It starts with the kid, and then the parent picks up on
it."

To Reiss, parents' role as interpreters of the language of heredity
holds out an exciting possibility "If you could intervene with parents
and get them to respond differently to troublesome behavior, you might
be able to offset much of the genetic influence" on those traits, he
says. In other words, if genes become behavior by way of the
environment, then changing the environment might change the expression
of the genes. Although such intervention studies are years away from
fruition, small-scale research and clinical experience are pointing
the way toward working with children's hereditary strengths and
weaknesses. Stanley Greenspan, M.D., a pediatric psychiatrist at
George Washington Medical School and author of The Growth of the Mind,
is actively applying the discoveries of genetics to parenting. "Genes
do create certain general tendencies, but
parents can work with these by tailoring their actions to the nervous
system of the child," says Greenspan. 

He believes that the responses children "naturally" elicit may not be
in their best interests-but that parents can consciously and
deliberately give them the ones that are. "You have to pay attention
to what you're doing intuitively, and make sure that is what the kids
really need," he says.  A baby with a sluggish temperament, for
example, won't respond as readily to his parents' advances as a child
with a more active nervous system. Disappointed at their offspring's
lack of engagement, parents may respond with dwindling interest and
attention. Left to his own devices, the baby may become even more
withdrawn, failing to make crucial connections and to master
developmental challenges. But if the parents resist their
inclinations, and engage the baby with special enthusiasm, Greenspan
has found that the child will change his own behavior in response. The
same principle of working against the grain of a child's genotype
applies to those who are especially active or oversensitive, suggests
Greenspan, comparing the process to a right-handed baseball player who
practices throwing with his left hand. "It feels funny at first, but
gradually you build up strength in an area in which you would
naturally be weak," he says.

Of course, honing a right-handed pitch is important, too. Parents can
improve on their children's hereditary strengths by encouraging their
tendency to seek out experiences in tune with their genes. "Parents
should think of themselves as resource providers," says Plomin.
"Expose the child to a lot of things, see what they like, what they're
good at, and go with that." By offering opportunities congenial to
children's genetic constitutions, parents are in a sense improving
their "goodness of fit" with the environment.

For those traits that could easily become either assets or
liabilities, parenting may be especially critical to the outcome. "The
same temperament that can make for a criminal can also make for a hot
test pilot or astronaut," says David Lykken, Ph.D., a behavioral
geneticist at the University of Minnesota. "That kind of little boy
aggressive, fearless, impulsive-is hard to handle. It's easy for
parents to give up and let him run wild, or turn up the heat and the
punishment and thereby alienate him and lose all control. But properly
handled, this can be the kid who grows up to break the sound barrier."
Lykken believes that especially firm, conscientious, and responsive
parents can make the difference-but not all behavioral geneticists
agree. David Rowe, Ph.D., a University of Arizona psychologist and
author of The Limits of Family Influence, claims that "much of the
effort of 'superparents' may be wasted, if not counter-productive."
And as for exposing children to a variety of experiences, Rowe thinks
that this can give genetically talented children the chance they need,
"but not many children have that much potential. This may not be so in
Lake Wobegon [where every child is "above average"], but it is true in
the rest of the world."

But with an optimism worthy of Garrison Keillor, advocates of parental
influence insist that genes aren't the end of the story "The old idea
is that you tried to live up to a potential that was set by genes,"
says Greenspan. "The new idea is that environment helps create
potential." His view is supported by recent research that suggests a
baby is born with only basic neural "wiring" in place, wiring whose
connections are then elaborated by experience. Both sides will have to
await the next chapter of genetic research, which may reveal even more
complicated interactions between the worlds within and without. In the
long-running debate between genes and the environment, neither one has
yet had the last word.

=====

The POWER of peers

It's a world out of a fanciful children's book a place where parents
and teachers don't matter, where the company of other kids is most
meaningful, where nothing much would change if we left children in
their homes and schools "but switched all the parents around," That
doesn't describe an imagined never-never land, however, but the
environment that every one of us grows up in, contends Judith Rich
Harris. The maverick writer and theoretician believes that peers, not
parents, determine our personalities, and her unorthodox views have
made the very real world of psychology sit up and take notice.

Harris, who is unaffiliated with any university or institution, laid
out her radical theory in a 1995 Psychological Review paper, which was
later cited as one of the year's outstanding articles by the American
Psychological Association. Like behavioral geneticists, Harris
believes that heredity is a force to be reckoned with. But she sees
another powerful force at work: group socialization, or the shaping of
one's character by one's peers.

Central to this theory is the idea that behavior is "context
specific": we act in specific ways in specific circumstances.
"Children today live in two different worlds: home and the world
outside the home," says Harris. "There is little overlap between these
two worlds, and the rules for how to behave in them are quite
different." Displays of emotion, for example, are often accepted by
parents but discouraged by teachers or friends. Rewards and punish
ments are different too. At home, children may be scolded for their
failures and praised for their successes; outside the home, they may
be ridiculed when they make a mistake or ignored when they behave
appropriately.

As children grow older and peer influence grows stronger, says Harris,
they come to prefer the ways of peers over those of their parents. She
likes to use language as an example: the children of immigrants, she
notes, will readily learn to speak the language of the new country
without an accent.  They may continue to speak in their parents'
tongue when at home, but over time the language of their peers will
become their "native" language. Adopting the ways of their
contemporaries makes sense, says Harris, because children will live
among them, and not among older adults, for the greater part of their
lives. "Parents are past, peers are future," she says.

It's evolutionarily adaptive, too. "Humans were designed to live not
in nuclear families, but in larger groups," observes Harris. "The
individuals who became our ancestors succeeded partly because they had
the ability to get along with the other members." The group continues
to influence us in a number of ways:
we identify ourselves with it, and change our behavior to conform to
its norms. We define our group by contrasting it with other groups,
and seek to distinguish our group by our actions and appearance.
Within the group, we compare ourselves to 6thers and jockey for higher
status. We may receive labels from our peers, and strive to live up
(or down) to them. Finally, we may be most lastingly affected by peers
by being rejected by them. People who were rejected as children often
report long-term self-esteem problems, poor social skills, and
increased rates of psychopathology.

Our personalities become less flexible as we grow older, says Harris,
so that "the language and personality acquired in childhood and
adolescent peer groups persist, with little modification, for the
remainder of the life span." It's a startling conclusion, but Harris
claims that her greatest challenge lies not in persuading people that
peers matter, but in convincing them that parents don't. She calls the
belief in parents' enduring importance "the nurture assumption," and
her forthcoming book by that title will argue that it's simply a myth
of modem culture. She doesn't deny that children need the care and
protection of parents, and acknowledges that mothers and fathers can
influence things like religious affiliation and choice of career. But,
she maintains, "parental behaviors have no effect on the psychological
characteristics their children will have as adults."

In fact, she says, "probably the most important way that parents can
influence their children is by determining who their peers are. The
immigrants who move their children to another country have provided
them with a completely different set of peers. But a less dramatic
shift-simply deciding which neighborhood to live in-can also make a
difference." From one area to another, she notes, there are
substantial variations in the rates of delinquency, truancy, and teen
pregnancy-problems parents can try to avoid by surrounding their
offspring with suitable friends. Beyond that, however, children will
make their own choices. "It's pretty easy to control the social life
of a three-year-old," says Harris. "But once the kids are past age 10
or 12, all bets are off."  -A.M.P

====

As always, I remain...

'The Pretender'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




Advert:
============================================
http://www.alessandrasmile.com
 Alessandra's Smile, an established USA 
 mail-order catalog of legal books & videos.
============================================
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   [ Press-cuttings and news round-up ]


------------------------------------------------------------

The Guardian, 18th November

 Second sight: Douglas Rushkoff         

 _How to serve the community_    
           
So, am I, like, the last kid on the block to get my Hotline 
server up and running? It sure seems so. Not since I logged 
onto the Internet for the first time, back in 1988, and 
encountered the already-populated chat rooms, bulletin 
boards, and hacker groups, have I been so overwhelmed by 
the rate at which a community can grow into an entire world 
- without anyone in the over-ground, workaday reality ever 
finding out. 

A teenager from Australia named Adam Hinkley said the
requisite 'let there be light' for this thriving network of
networks to be brought into existence. Tired with the way
that Web browsers had become the default standard for
navigating the Internet, exchanging files, and even
conducting chats, Hinkley sought to create a simpler, more
elegant set of tools to do the Internet's non-browsing
functions. (That's right, there's a whole lot of stuff to
do out there besides clicking through Web pages.) 

In the 'good old days' we used to collect and exchange
files through a protocol called FTP, chat with one another
in real time through one called IRC, and post messages on a
set of bulletin boards called USENET. Then, along came
Mosaic, Netscape, and the World Wide Web - really just a
way of navigating the various sites where files were being
stored - and most of the Internet's more interactive
functions seemed to fall by the wayside. Those that have
been restored now operate on top of the World Wide Web,
which is about as clunky and inefficient as running a
simple word processing program over an operating system as
needlessly complex as Windows - Oops. 

Hinkley wrote a set of extremely efficient little programs
and bundled them together into a compact suite called
Hotline that takes up less than one megabyte on my hard
drive. Through the simple interface, I can hop from server
to server, download files, engage in chats, post messages
to discussion boards, and upload files I want to share. But
this isn't the Internet. Or is it? Whose servers are these,
anyway? 

That's the innovation, or the disastrous threat, depending
on how you look at it. Hotline lets anyone - you, me, the
kid upstairs - turn his or her Internet-connected computer
into a fully-fledged server. When the computer is up and
running, one or more of the many 'trackers' will detect it
and list the server for others to find, along with a brief
description of what's to be found on it - discussion, 
cracked versions of software, illegally duplicated mp3 
digital files of music CDs, pornography... The good old
Internet, indeed. Unsupervised, so to speak, the young people 
who both created and use Hotline are developing a universe 
of file exchanges that would make a parent or record executive
shudder. (Look out for a spate of articles in the near
future about how this "illegal ring of dangerous criminals
must be stopped!".) Like the used to be, this is a place where 
you can find almost anything, and generally for free. 

Hotline also lets servers hide themselves from law
enforcement or other unwanted scrutiny. Users must get to
the right tracker in order to find a server, and some of
those trackers require passwords for entry, or directions
to find them. Getting onto the server you want can be as
tricky (and ultimately rewarding) as finding an underground
[illegal dance] party from the map point on the flyer. 

Once you learn your way around, however, you come to rely
on a few favourite trackers, as well as a few programs that
work like search engines. Better still, you make some
friends out there who don't mind showing you around. That's
because when you pop onto a server, you're showing up on a
real person's computer. Unlike the rest of the Internet,
where users all log onto big, institutional machines
running server programs, the Hotline universe is made up of
real people's machines. You log-on to someone else's home
computer, and that person sees you there. You chat with the
host or others who are also logged on with you, poke around
for files you might want, leave a message or a file of your
own, and take off. 

Because so many of the visitors are themselves hosts,
everyone learns how to behave. Requesting multiple files at
one time, for example, is a major offence because it hogs
the abilities of the single machine. But occasional crashes
and intermittent problems are part of the fun, and they
occur far less frequently than they do on the Web. 

It's nice to fill up a few Zip drives with my favourite
music for free, and it's nice to have a way of chatting
that doesn't involve waiting as banner advertisements
refresh across the top of my browser window. Still, the
real joy of using Hotline comes from a much deeper place. 
It's the joy of being part of a network of machines that
isn't controlled by any business, government, or
institution. It's the freedom to say or exchange anything I
want to without fear of censorship. It's experiencing my
own, simple technology as a way of levelling the playing
field of media. Oh yeah - it's the Internet. 

http://www.hotlinesw.com
         
-----------------------------------------------------------



The following was recently posted by the boy-lovers at
Free Spirits:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Dear family,

Free Spirits was formed almost 18 months ago to combat 
an organized effort to drive BoyChat and other boylove 
resources off the Internet. Bringing together BoyChat -
the heart of our family - with BoyLinks, FPC and other 
resources, we banded together and refused to be silenced.

Free Spirits is determined to make open and honest 
communication a reality for boylovers everywhere.  We 
are working to be a magnet community that attracts 
tens and hundreds of thousands of boylovers from the 
enormous masses who are joining the global Internet 
every day.

When we first joined together we dreamed of owning our 
own network and controlling our own web server.  Now, 
thanks to the hard work and dedication of all the 
people in the FS family, that dream is a reality.

WE WIN!

Some of you remember that I said that 18 months ago 
when our server, Digiweb, gave us notice and refused 
to host us any longer.  I posted that terrible morning 
and said "We win."  I said it because I dreamed that 
adversity would bring us together and make wonderful 
things happen. I didn't know how we would do it but I 
believed it with all my heart and soul.

Well, now it's really happened - thanks to ALL of you!

"We win" isn't just a slogan tonight. It's a concrete, 
solid reality as of 4:30 PM EST this afternoon.

Free Spirits, in cooperation with BL investors and 
philanthropists, is even now in the process of 
purchasing the equipment to run our own network and 
servers. Starting in December, we will control our 
own technical and financial destiny.  We WILL NOT 
EVER be silenced.

We've brought together dozens, no hundreds, of 
boylovers who are raising their voices and demanding 
to be heard. We are coming together on the Internet 
and more and more in real life.  We're raising real 
money and making real differences.

I am convinced that we stand together at the beginning 
of a great societal change. I am humbled and proud to 
stand here and celebrate the beginning with all of you.

Much hard work and heartache face us.  We have many 
tears yet to shed and many triumphs left to celebrate. 
But tonight I just want to celebrate with you.

THANK YOU ALL!

With much love,

Jim
-----------------------------------------------------------



-----------------------------------------------------------

November 98

Human rights - your judgement or mine?

The Human Rights Act, which incorporates the European
Convention of Human Rights into UK law, received the Royal
Assent last week, but will not be fully in force until the
year 2000. Its indirect impact on the law will be
immediate, however. Every public authority in the land must
abide by its provisions now, or risk fatally undermining
cases that they might want to pursue in the future. "Public
authorities" for these purposes include the police, the
immigration and prison services, but also such bodies as
the Inland Revenue, the various utility regulators, and all
local authorities and their social services and environmental 
departments. 

The Human Rights Act is no ordinary statute. Conceived as a
piece of ethical engineering by a new-broom Labour
government addicted to the soundbite, its terms are so
complex and obscure that the only thing certain to result
is an outpouring of litigation. Every statute past and
present will be revisited to ensure that its terms "so far
as it is possible to do" comply with the Act. The whole of
the common law will need also to be reassessed. The new
Assemblies in Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland will be
vulnerable to it from their inception. 

Many of the "rights" the measure protects are contradictory
and riven with qualifications. To understand what these
rights truly mean, it is necessary to turn to the thousands
of cases that make up the jurisprudence of the European
Court of Human Rights and the old Commission of the same
name, both based at Strasbourg - case-law with which it is
fair to say the majority of British lawyers are not at the
moment intimate. They will have to learn fast. If they
don't advise with these cases in mind, solicitors and
barristers risk being sued in negligence by irate clients
who have as a result missed winning opportunities. 

It is because of the vagueness of the Act and the huge
European jurisprudence it partly incorporates that the
reach of the legislation will be so immense. Of course
there will be many cases in which the police will be
restricted, immigration officials will be made more
sensitive and prison governors will be forced to take
family and other welfare issues into account in their
treatment of prisoners. Many decisions of the European
Court may have a strong positive influence on our law, and
the requirement that all government action should
henceforth have a legal basis is unequivocally good news. 

But the Act goes far further. Our political parties may be
disturbed to find themselves classed as "public
authorities" and forced to comply with the terms of the
Act. Taxation law will be vulnerable, to the extent that it
is frequently retrospective and discriminatory in its reach
in ways that may be at odds with one or other of the Act's
rights. The current rules on the arrest of ships may also
be exposed. So may much of the draconian legislation passed
in recent years to fight serious crime and to regulate
wrongdoing in the City. There will be many future Ernest
Saunders able to make "human rights" points from the moment
of arrest. Planning, environmental, utility and City
regulators will inevitably stimulate a litigious reaction
from the large commercial interests frequently adversely
affected by their rulings. Why should this not be so? If
the Government chooses to extend "human rights" protection
to large companies and other artificial persons, it has no
right to complain if this new defensive shield is then used
against it. Large corporations will often have the economic
incentive to deploy human rights points which would be
beyond the means of most of us. 

The law schools will rise in importance as political
science departments decline. Previously a backwater, the
post of legal correspondent will be fought over by
ambitious journalists, aware that political cases will need
their interpreters for the general audience. 

The Human Rights Act has also decreed that even Parliament
must succumb to this judicialisation of politics. In
future, ministers will be required to say whether the
legislation they want is compatible with its terms. The
only honest answer ("we won't know until it is litigated")
is unlikely to be given, so where a measure is particularly
controversial we can expect rival legal opinions to fly
back and forth across the chamber, with barristers being
thrust forward like intellectual gladiators to put their
factions' points of view. 

If judges don't like particular pieces of legislation they
will be able to declare them incompatible with human
rights. These statements will have no legal effect, but a
special parliamentary procedure will be available to
government so that they can obey the judges' instructions
without the bother of new legislation. There will be
immense political pressure on ministers to comply with such
rulings. New Labour in particular will not want to fight
the next election as the party that openly defies the human
rights culture that it has so proudly promoted. 

The big winners in the Human Rights Act are the legal
profession in general and the judges in particular. But the
latter group will find there is a sting in the tail. Never
before will their personal lives and political opinions
have been subjected to such scrutiny. We will learn all
about their backgrounds, their politics and their
extra-curricular concerns. It is clear that the system of
appointing judges to the bench will have to be changed.

If Labour were to attempt to remove taxation benefits from
private schools, this could certainly be challenged under
various parts of the Act, including the rights to privacy
and education. Should a judge with children in the private
sector (or even the state sector) be permitted to hear such
a case? The old answer - that he or she is merely applying
the law - simply no longer applies. These examples can be
multiplied a thousand-fold. After the Human Rights Act
comes into force, British law and British politics will
never be the same again. 

_The writer is a barrister and professor of human rights
law at King's College London._ 

-------------------------------------------------------------



Snippets:
-------------------------------------------------------------

From a newsgroup, November 98:

>I mean the backbone in Japan has become so crowded at that
>time that the entire Japanese Net slows to a virtual crawl.  
>With single-channel ISDN (64kps), during peak telehoudai 
>hours you are now often limited to download speeds
>slower than 28.8 analog (uncongested analog, that is) due
>to the congestion.  I time-out sometimes on posts or downloads 
>because the traffic is so heavy.

--

Montreal-based <a href="http://www.zks.net">
Zero-Knowledge Systems</a> offer an anonymous
net-access system which allows you to use your 
regular serice-provider, but all web traffic is 
encrypted and anonymised.  Prices start at $9.95 
a year for a no-frills anon e-mail psuedonym.  
This is no tin-pot operation - it's run by the 
guys who own Canada's third biggest ISP.

-------------------------------------------------------------
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'Simon' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

>Did you know that the US government has the legal right to sieze
>your property (house, car, business, aircraft, anything and
>everything that you own) on the mere *suspicion* that you deal
>drugs?  No proof, no due process, no warranted search, nothing.
>
>   [ Now the same in the UK too. ]

I thought about leaving Germany, but when I hear that I think it is 
better to stay here or move just a few meters further west..... Dutch 
people are so nice and Dutch girls are probhaply the most beautiful 
girls in the world!

>>Danke! :-)  BTW, you "nude in public-specialist" :-), can you tell me
>>about this things in other countries?

No prob! Here there is no law that tells you how to dress. You'll 
probably get into trouble if you try to go shopping naked, but on 
a beach or a public bath... if an adult walks around naked in a 
public bath it could be disliked but the kids often run around 
naked in the summer e.g. on playgrounds where there are water-games.

>I would like to meet others from this mailing list as well. It would
>be so great if we all could be together. But that would put us all in
>the great danger 'cos I am sure that some people out there couldn't wait
>for that to happen so that they would be praised as cracking another
>'pedophile ring' or something like that. As you said, in the 1990's even
>this is fantastic to have considering the level of hatered the society
>has toward child lovers.

I have made different experiences.  I know most of the people who 
write in another online forum in person now and we often meet all
together. On the biggest meeting we were nearly 20 persons. And it 
really very very helpful to speak to each other in person. On one 
meeting in [German town] (this is not where I or one of the others 
live) there was a very funny happening:

Most of the pedos that I met there were boy-lovers (in fact I 
was the only pure GL) so we went to a gay-bar to have a drink 
(we were 8 men). After quite a while one of the BLs got a drink 
from a man sitting at the bar. This man also made the waiter ask 
if he may sit at our table...... oooops! So we looked at each 
other, smiled and anwered: yes, if he can stand it! ;-)

Of course this man asked who of us was gay and who not. The 
answers were like: "I am a bit" or "not really in fact" me: 
"No, not at all!"  Of course he was a bit confused about 
these kind of answers and started asking more, until we told 
him we were pedophiles. First thing he did was ordering a
"Schnaps" (is there an English word for it?). But he was 
really interested in it and asked and asked. It was a very nice 
day!

After all this I wanted to report to you that I am no longer 
willing to hide myself in society. My flat is now full of posters 
of litte girls and I am no longer pretending to look after some 
woman that passes just because someone I know walks beside me. 
Also if I am asked about my feelings I say that I love girls 
and not women if I think the person can handle this information. 
Life got much easier since then. There are a lot of people who 
understand me and my problems and many of them offered to help me 
if I feel down. (An offer that I am using a lot at the moment.) 
Outing has nearly become a hobby of mine. You can not imagine
how many people are interested in the feeling we have without 
judging about us. It is very good I stared this. I am not doing 
anything that is against the law or against the feeling of a
person. So why hide against the world? I told more than ten persons
(family, friends and strangers) about it and have NEVER made a bad
experience. A friend of mine (he reads ASGL-L, too) lives in the 
some way and also had only positive or neutral reactions. I think 
if you accept yourself, you can also live with it freely!!!!!!!!

Hug you,

'Simon'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Andrej' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

TO ALL: I just want to let everybody know that there is one very,
very interesting issue of 'Gauntlet - exploring the limits of free
expression' out there. I am not sure do they sell this journal
internationally or just in the USA but anyway, whoever is able buy it
before it's gone. I am talking about the 'Gauntlet', Number 16, 1998.
The headline on the cover is: 'Bad Boys (and Girls) of Erotic
Photography: The Furore Over Nude Youth in Art'. 

You can find not one but TWO ARTICLES from a person who is very dear
to me, Lawrence A. Stanley, which are: 'The CPPA & the Criminalization
of Art' and 'What is Child Pornography?' 

And there are more artcles, among others by Russ Kick (is that his
real name?): 'Born Naked: The Furor Over Nude Youths in Art' where he
gives a history of child nudity from ancient Greece and Rome to today
giving a nice review of Jock Sturges, Sally Mann, David Hamilton, Graham
Ovenden and others!

And for the end let me say Jupiiiiiii. Why? I've just read from this
journal that one beautiful book by Graham Ovenden, "States of Grace",
after having legal troubles, will be PRINTED AGAIN, hopefully by the end
of 1999. by, who else, Ophelia Editions ( http://www.alessandrasmile.com )

'Andrej'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'sLeepOVER' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello all.  It is with deep regret that I submit my request to be 
dropped from the list, at least temporarily.  Though I have enjoyed 
reading and interacting with you all, my fear and paranoia that somehow 
my connection to this group will be discovered, has given me just too 
much worry at present.  I will truly miss this group, and I can only 
pray that someday soon I will feel comfortable enough to rejoin.  
Bright Blessings to you all.

Merry Part and Merry Meet Again,

'sLeepOVER'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'Annabel Lee' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello everybody.  I haven't written in quite a while but I've been around.
I haven't been reading the newsletter much lately.  In July, the company
that I worked for for a decade or more went out of business.  Since then,
I've been trying to set up my own company to continue support for the 
old company's products but it hasn't been going very well.  I've barely 
been making enough money to pay the bills.  I just hate having to tell 
customers when they call up with their dire problem that will cause the 
company to go under if they don't get it solved that I can't help them 
unless they pay me even though their support contract with the old 
company hasn't expired yet.  So I end up doing a lot of work for free.  
Plus there just isn't enough support work which means I have to go out 
and rustle up some business.  But I hate doing that! 

Anyway, I've decided to give it up and get a job and one of the former
resellers is based in the Netherlands and wants to open up a branch office
in the U.S. which he wants me to head.  The deal would involve me living in
the Netherlands (a small town near [...]) for a while to learn Dutch
and their business.  I was just wondering if anybody else here is from the
Netherlands and if you know of any support groups in Holland.

I know of NAMBLA in the U.S. but I'm very reluctant to get involved in a
group that's so boy oriented.  Plus I don't like the way they're watched so
closely by the cops.  In this country, I'm sure it would get me put on some
lists that I don't want to be on.  I need somebody to talk to desperately.
I get so hurt every time I hear of somebody getting sentenced to jail for
30 years for "molesting" a boy or people wanting to give the death penalty
to child "molesters".  Much of the reason that I haven't been reading this
newsletter or anything else having to do with pedophilia is that it keeps
bringing up this pain.  It is very difficult for me to face the fact that
what I am is despised by almost everybody in our country.  Even now,
talking about it has my stomach in knots with a very real physical pain.

On a different vein, I have been reading the recent messages concerning
what to call ourselves and I agree that no matter what terminology we use,
it will come to be despised by society at large.  I think the terms
boy-lover and girl-lover are actually worse than pedophile because they
automatically put the listener into a frame of mind where s(he) is
convinced that you are in denial and/or deceptive and anything you say
after that is likely to be viewed as a lie (either to them or to yourself).
 On the contrary, if you've taken a little time to form a good impression
of yourself in the person's mind and you use the term pedophile, they have
difficulty correlating the discrepancies between their understanding of
pedophile as child abuser/monster and you who they believe is a decent
person.  This tends to put them in a frame of mind where they start
thinking that perhaps their understanding of the word pedophile is
incomplete or incorrect which tends to make them think more deeply about
the subject and be more open to alternative views.  Of course this approach
requires the establishment of your reputation and character in a positive
light first, which isn't always possible.

Personally, I try to avoid any words that put a label on me when talking to
non-pedophiles.  Admittedly it's been quite a while since I've said or
written anything that identifies me as being sexually attracted to children
but when I did, I always resisted labeling by asking the other person alot
of questions to help them clarify their own definitions of the words
they're using and then trying to explain the ways in which my feelings
matched their understanding and the ways in which it didn't.  Very few
people have a really clear understanding of most of the words that they
use.  One area in particular that they miss out on almost invariably is the
concept that words carry informational content and emotional content.  For
example, when I say that somebody "stole a child's innocence", this is a
phrase that has absolutely no real informational value but loads of
emotional content.  It's like saying that somebody's an asshole.  We
obviously don't mean that they are literally the hole through which we
eject fecal matter.  One could argue that it has a more general slang
meaning of somebody who does things that are hurtful to others but even
this is inadequate.  If that were the case, we could just call him a
"person who does things that are hurtful to others."  But obviously that
would be totally unsatistying and it's not really entirely accurate.  After
all, he's probably got some friends who like him alot.  Abviously he is
more than just a person who does things that are hurtful to others.
Besides, who hasn't done something that is hurtful to others at some time
in their lives?  By this definition, I guess we're all assholes.  What it
really means when I call you an asshole is that you've done something that
hurts me and I'm angry at you.  But as soon as we put the label "asshole"
on him/her, we've symbolically created an image of them in our minds where
their entire being becomes something that arouses negative feelings in us.  

Just try to get somebody to define what they mean by "stole a child's
innocence"!  The attempts are usually ludicrous and clearly point out how
we tend to react on unconscious emotion first and then come up with
supposedly rational explanations for our feelings and behavior.  

So I guess my point is that as soon as we start using labels the
communication will invariably degenerate to a point where people have lots
of feelings but no realistic, concrete, rational information.  The best way
that I've found to avoid the use of labels is to talk less and ask more
questions.  In the process, you begin to find that issues are never as
clear-cut as you thought they were and you begin to develop a little bit of
understanding and tolerance on both sides.  Of course I realize this is
difficult in an e-mail, newsgroup or newsletter format because of the
length of time such an approach would take.  In addition, I understand that
it's really hard to listen to somebody say "I think all pedophiles should
have their balls cut off, shoved down their throat and then raped until
they're dead" and respond with "So what does the word pedophile mean to
you?"!! <g>


Sincerely,

'Annabel Lee'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Ian' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello
        
Here's a nice positive mind-candy post (somewhat anyway :)

I had the recent opportunity to talk to a cutie. We talked a few times 
and I had the opportunity to see her at a pool!! Damn I love them - I 
gotta get me a nice girlfriend!! I am starving for more interaction like 
this and like I once had in a 4+ year relationship where I fell in true 
love. We were both young but I was 8 years older.

I sort of been in depression for many years and have just let life go 
by. I came through and am getting back into having a life again though. 
I will try once more with that special girl who is now an adult. If it 
doesn't work out, I have to decide where to start leading my life - I 
have been thinking and learning many things as I have read, observed, and 
thought a lot in the last few years about life in general, my life, and 
about this young girl thing. If it doesnt work out, I may just move to 
another country. I can't live in the past anymore. I love that girl 
though and would love to live with her. She is everything I have lived 
he last 12 years for!!!! :\

Also, I had a WONDERFUL experience.... I saw 'Lolita' on the big 
screen!!! All I can say is OHHHHHHHH Myyyyyy  GOOOOOOOOOD! !!!! 

My eyes were popping out of my head and my tongue fell to the floor as I 
melted in my seat!!!  HOLY SH*T that was one HOOOTTT movie. Damn, I just 
cant get over it. I wanted to go with someone because its cool to share 
these things with someone that's as 'into it' as yourself, but I had to 
watch alone cause he couldn't make it and I didn't know if it would run 
another week. I was NOT going to miss seeing it on the big screen for 
ANYthing!!! Lolita was young, cute, sexy, and in color!! I might see it 
with him also since it IS still playing :)

It was such an AWESOME experience - the whole night I mean. I made a trip 
to a larger city (which I had to find the exact location on the map), it 
was nighttime, the movie was long, it was THE BEST movie, and afterward 
I walked down the street past some black & homeless people who made 
comments about "white motherf*ckers" etc which was kinda scary (but it 
wasn't a bad part of town). Because of the effort of making a trip, and 
the effort I put in to get there, and the great movie - it was an 
adventure and made the experience that much larger, that much more of 
a large event, and that much more enjoyable!! I will never forget it!! 
You HAVE to buy the movie when this version comes out. I am damn 
serious ;)

So, I guess I'll talk to ya later. Bye
        
Here's to the well being of all of you and to a better world in the 
future, 

'Ian'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Lumiere' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

>'Olivier' writes :
>Glad to meet you, 'Lumiere'. I enjoyed your first post. 

Well, thank you.  I'm glad to be here.

>'Andrej' writes:
>'Lumiere' wrote: 
>>I suppose I could tell some stories
>>about little ones I've known, even though they're not too exciting. 
>Please tell us those stories. We would be glad to hear them. And 
>believe me, there is no boring story with the little girls in it.  

Just like a little kid waiting for storytime :).  In any case, they're 
not exciting in the sense that there was any great tragedy or great 
triumph.  Pretty much all my stories end up me and the girl being just 
friends, or the girl hating me.  Forget "pretty much", that's how *all* 
of them end.

Let me put my two cents in on the issue of "a rose by any other name 
still rapes kids" (from the public's point of view).  My friends all, 
well, mostly know about my affinity, and they refer to me as a pedophile 
all the time, and I really don't mind because, hey, it's the truth.  The 
only time I get upset is when they insinuate that being a pedophile has 
anything to do with being a child molester.  I often wonder how their 
having known and loved a pedophile will affect their perceptions in the 
future.    

I have very bad milk in my fridge.  It expired like a month ago.  I have 
to dump it when I go home for Thanksgiving, because I have to turn the 
refrigerator off.  Or maybe not, I mean, it's already bad...

Anyways, I was at a concert/fireworks type festivity, outdoor, classical 
concert, but not straight-laced like concert-hall things, a pop concert, 
it's not that important.  Anyway, I was there with this family I'm 
friends with (I got unofficially "adopted" by them this summer) and I 
was hanging with their adorable little girl (about 10 yrs old, who I 
will refer to as A----), and she took me through the crowd and 
introduced me to her friend, (who I'll call J--- for lack of a better 
name :P )  and I was rather immediately taken with her incredible, 
almost inhuman cuteness (inhuman to me - you know what being that 
close to a really good looking little girl does to me?).  Well, to make 
a long story short, the three of us were talking, and somehow J---- 
decided to teach us how to count.  In a dreadfully overacted and 
protracted sequence that only a pedophile wold enjoy, she proceeded to 
teach the two of us how to count from one to twenty, on our fingers, 
very slowly and very overacted.  I thought my heart would burst, killing 
me instantly, she was so cute.  Well, eventually the concert ended and 
we ran out of numbers.  We got up to leave, rejoin my "adoptive" family, 
and I told her that it was pleasure meeting her, and -- because I had 
to, you see -- I hugged her.  She was rather shocked.  The next time I 
saw her, about a month later, she may have said 'hi' to me once, and 
that was it, she wouldn't even look at me the rest of the time.  
A---- told me that she didn't like me because I'd hugged her.  I'm 
stupid like that.

Wistfully yours,

'Lumiere'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Desire' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

I had wanted to write before, but didn't find the time. No girl
moments of notice, but somehow I don't really feel like I miss
something. Still, I noticed that already three weeks ago I felt happy
about the fact that I *might* see Marleen again next weekend. And that
while the chances seem to be under 50%. She's a wonderful girl,
though, that explains a lot. Although I guess it helps that I am
somewhat masochistic - she very well managed to subtly show me her
(moral) superiority last time.

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
> 'Desire' commented:
> >Never heared of (*belch*) 'scientific creationism'?
> 
> No, can't say that I have...

Basically, it's believing that the Bible in general, and Genesis in
particular is literally true, do research supporting that point of
view, and claiming it's science.

> I committed a mortal sin the first day of first grade -- I 
> demonstrated my ability to read (which I had gained from sitting 
> on my mother's lap as a young child and watching her read to me... 
> that's how I learned to recognize letters, words, and phrases.  
> I could read the newspaper by the time I was four-and-a-half), 
> something that had not been taught me in the school, and had 
> therefore, quite obviously, been taught to me the wrong way. 

Hmmmm... I was kind of the same, being able to read and write at the
age of 4 or 5 too. According to my mother I did this by asking her
"Whatsta?" until I could. By the age of 7 or so, I would prefer a map
to a drawing. Still, I do not have the feeling that my teachers had
something against that. The children did, at first, but later I was
accepted as 'the walking dictionary' of our class.

I might even have not believed you, if it weren't for the following
message. To explain what it's about: I have a World Wide Web site
about a certain subject, and although it's just a hobby of mine, I
must say it's one of the best (on that subject) of the Internet. As 
this subject is also sometimes taught in schools (both elementary 
and high school) I often get e-mails from teachers, children or 
parents who thank me for the help it gave them and/or to ask me more 
information about a certain sub-subject. The person who writes this
had made such a request for her daughter, and I had given her a page
of information. She sent me back a thanking letter, which started
like this:

  Dear <...>,
  You were so helpful when I needed info on <...> and you put
  together a page so I could review it.

  My 5th grade daughter completed her assignment and used your page as
  one of her main sources of information.  Although most of the sentences
  are not written for a college level and you may need to edit them, the
  content is there, with Internet resources as well.  I have attached the
  document for you.
  In fact, her <...> teacher RETURNED the paper to her saying she
  had been TO THOROUGH!  So she had to "condense" it and give it back to
  him.  That is another whole story by itself! I have included that one
  also just to show you what level a 5th grade teacher is willing to
  accept from a student that is capable of producing more.  It's such a
  waste!

I felt sad, and sent her a message back that apparently mediocrity is
estimated higher than quality.

--

>> Breastfeed ban delayed
> 
> Heh.  Unfortunately, it's probably closer to the truth at present
> than anyone would care to admit.

The thing that seems to save it, is that it's mothers who breastfeed,
not fathers. There is still a reluctancy to suspect mothers of sexual
abuse (and I guess there's a good reason for that - for each child
saved by watching sexual abuse by mothers, 2000 children and mothers
are made unhappy, to save one child from sexual abuse by his or her
father, only 100 children and fathers need to fall victim *)

(*): Those numbers I give are not to be taken as having any scientific
     value; the US government estimates of the number of children that
     are victims of child porn are a wonder of precision compared to
     them.

--

> 'Heather' writes:

Nice to see you here!

> I'm happy enough to use the terms boylover or girl-lover (or child
> lover, a term I hadn't heard of till I joined this list), but what do I
> say when I'm referring to *all* pedophiles, not just child lovers?

I seem to be in the minority here, but I agree with you. To me the
term 'pedophile' denotes everyone who has a sexual attraction towards
children - and that includes both child lovers and SOME of the child
molestors. It's sad to realize it, but we do indeed have something in
common that most other people don't realize. On the other hand, that
also means we may be the ones who have an ability to help them changing
themselves.

However, there is still the problem that 'pedophile' has so many
different meanings. Before using the word, specify what you think that
it means, or people will read it differently. Furthermore, the whole
(bad) image we have is arisen whenever the word is used. But then,
given the subject, it will be risen anyway.

There are two 'axis' to be considered here:
1. attraction
2. action

In attraction I see three degrees here:
A: sexual and emotional attraction to children
B: only sexual attraction to children
C: no, or only light, sexual attraction to children

(those people who are emotionally, but not much sexually attracted to
children I'll put in C as well, most of them we know by the name of
'parents', I guess)

And considering action:
1: no sexual actions with children
2: only consensual sexual actions
3: inconsensual sexual actions

Giving a 3x3 matrix:

#===#===#===#
| A3| B3| C3|
#===#===#===#
| A2| B2| C2|
#===#===#===#
| A1| B1| C1|
#===#===#===#

(and let's hope that A3 is empty...)

For me, 'child lover' denotes the A-column, and 'pedophile' the A- and
B-columns. 'Child molestor' is row 3.

Many people will regard the whole second row fictitious, saying
children can't consent, and often will even not believe that there
are any other places here than C1 and B3 (where a person who is
attracted to children but does not have sex is regarded a 'potential'
child molestor). It's certainly B3 that most people think of when they
hear the term 'pedophile'.

--

'Milo' wrote:

> Sexual Abuse

It says much about how they are going to see it when they put it
under this header. This is going to be row-defined, not column-defined.
If it were, it would be under 'sexual deviations' (and even there it
could be row-defined). Putting it under sexual abuse already makes
clear that it is one of the following:
1. row 3
2. row 3, where the existence of row 2 is denied, or
3. row 2+3

>     Pedophilia
>         1. Adults who derive sexual satisfaction through physical 
>           & often sexual contact with children who have not yet 
>           reached puberty.

Would include at least all non-C3's in my scheme, and probably some
of them too.

>         2.Most pedophiles are male; 2/3 of their victims are female

Typically C3. A and B have more male- than female-oriented cases.

>           - Many pedophiles are indifferent to the gender of their
>             victim.

Even more typically C3. Among 'real' pedophiles, attraction to children
of both genders is not uncommon, but not having a clear preference is.
On the other hand, in C3 it's either undirected lust or a wish to
power, and gender differences are less important (although not
completely unimportant - it's no coincidence that girls become incest 
victims more often than boys).

>         3. COMMON PEDOPHILE - A male stranger who lures children to 
>           an isolated spot to molest them.

That sounds more like B3.

>         4. Motivational factors include:
>           - The idea that children will benefit from sexual 
>             contacts with adults.

Is probably everywhere present, but especially in A2 and C2 I think.

>           - The desire for mastery or dominance over another individual.

Typically C3 again. A typical pedophile relationship has much LESS
power difference than 'normal' adult-child relationships. If my goal
was to master or dominate another individual, Linda and Marleen would
be horrible choices of a girl to interact with. But I guess I
preferred to be dominated by them.

--

'Christin' asked:
> (kann mir mal jemand sagen, was "Mittelalter" auf englisch heisst?

'Middle ages', or you can use the adjective "medieval", e.g.
'medieval times', 'medieval period'.

--

'Bandersnatch' writes:
> On using work (and presumably college) computers for personal email and 
> web access, I think many places have a blanket "no personal use" rule 
> which they only enforce if you're caught doing something they don't like 
> - which undoubtedly would include reading ASGL or browsing Fresh Petals 
> - unless you have very enlightened employers. And don't forget that your 
> boss (or his System Administrator) can read your email if he is so 
> minded, so a web based email account would be safer.

Well, I have some (bad) experience in this aspect, so I think I can
comment. Note however that I work at university, most business
companies would probably be more strict.

Indeed, there is officially a 'no personal use' clause, which is not
invoked in normal cases (I have megabytes of web space through my work,
only a minority of which is used for work-related subjects), but will
be if you do so too much, if you use it commercially, or if the type of
use is less acceptable to society. On the other hand, I definitely got
the feeling that it was not my usage of work computers to access ASGL-L
on itself that was regarded objectionary, but the fact that I had it
out in the open. Apparently they don't mind me using my computer for
this kind of stuff (as long as it's legal), provided that this does
not in any way have a negative effect on the university or group.

That is, they just allow it as long as it's not visible and nobody
complains ("Don't ask, don't tell"). But again, I think a university
is more liberal in this kind of thing than most companies are, I think.

--

'n.s. aristoff' worte:
> What matters is the kids' peer group.  Parents are irrelevant. 
> Please read the book or, perhaps even more fun, cite me some
> evidence to support your position so I can have fun refuting you! :-)

There recently was a research report here in the Netherlands, showing
that parents were more important than peers in deciding children's
smoking habits. Unfortunately I have not seen the paper itself, nor
have I kept the newspaper articles about it. Until I manage to find
them, I'll assume that you know more about this subject than I do.

--

'Andrej' wrote:
> Child lovers (for those who love children regardless of gender), girl
> lovers, boy lovers (if your love is mostly for girls or boys), child
> molesters (there are so many names you can use to describe those who
> hurt children, among others are pedophile, offender, predator...),
> recovering offenders (for those who hurted a child and are doing their
> best not to offend (hurt) again).

To me, 'child lover' is not specific for bisexual child lovers, but
a collective name for boy lovers, girl lovers and gender-inspecific
ones. Also, I don't like your alternative names for child molesters:

- "Pedophile" for me STILL means 'someone who is sexually attracted to
  children'. I am a pedophile, many of those child molesters are not.

- "Offender" puts the emphasis on the fact that what they did breaks
  the law, instead of at the fact that it hurts children. That is, to
  me someone like Tr'Pakh, who has a mutually consensual relationship
  with a child is an offender, but not a molester.

- "Predator" on the other hand is too specific, too much connected to
  a certain (idea of) molester behaviour.

--

From the news snippets:

> Australia: Bell loved youths but 'I'm no pedophile'

Is this the new splitting? Are now the teen lovers going to say "We're
okay, it's those who love the younger ones who are the pedophiles"?
Are they just going to drop their brothers like the gays did to the
boy-lovers in the past? It would make me sad. United we stand, divided
we fall.

'Desire'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'n.s. aristoff' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Bandersnatch' wrote:
> 'n.s. aristoff' wrote:
>>I also recommend Kincaid's "Erotic Innocence" for deconstructing
>>Freud. But Kincaid has his own problems, not the least of which
>>is his misunderstanding of adult sexual attraction to children.
> 
> I haven't read Kincaid, but are you claiming that you *do* understand
> adult sexual attraction to children, n.s.? (Or adult attraction to
> adults for that matter.) 

I understand it far better than Kincaid and anyone
else who is writing about it today. All of these 
people are searching for etiological explanations
which don't exist.  They mistake correlations with
causes and they overinterpret every possible event
to fulfill a theory that isn't even well-thought-out
or empirically demonstrable in the first place.

>If so, would you care to illuminate us? 

What would you like to know? :-))))  Where do you
want me to start???  Not to sound too flippant, I 
have a limited amount of time!

> In case you hadn't guessed, it ends up:
> 
>     Imagine a country that turned its back on freedom, and
>     now look around you.

Thanks for the reference.  Maybe some day
people will wake up.

'Tr'Pakh' or Desire (????) wrote:
> I, however, am definitely the one who asserted that "psychiatry
> is quackery", and, unless something drastically changes in that
> particular community, I will stand by that assertion until the
> end of time.

Sorry to confuse who said what. Sometimes these things
are confusing, esp. when I cut and paste to respond!

   [ Why not just hit the 'reply' button ? ]

>>I also recommend Kincaid's "Erotic Innocence" for deconstructing Freud.
>>But Kincaid has his own problems, not the least of which is his
>>misunderstanding of adult sexual attraction to children.
> 
> Well, what can you expect of someone writing about paedophilia
> who has no first-hand knowledge of the subject?

I can't even expect people who have first-hand knowledge
to understand it!  (Look at the Witchfinder General, Ken
Lanning, for example; or the LAPD's Bill Dworin.)  Kincaid
continually makes the mistake of thinking that paedophilia
has to do with punishment and violence, or just as silly,
the love of babies.  He drives the social-worker types
nuts, though, which is amusing enough.  Some of his 
points are dead-on (e.g., his funny deconstruction of
Freud which I quoted in my recent Gauntlet article) and
some of it is glib and unperceptive (e.g., his advice that
if you  get erotically aroused by your 4 year old, just think
to yourself, "this is inappropriate" and then stop thinking
about it).

> Actually, I think he does understand that there *is* a difference
> between adult sexual attraction to children and adult sexual
> attraction to adults, but:
>         1) he can't quite put a finger on what it is, and
>         2) he can't dare to put it into words for fear of being
>            labelled a child-molester.

He already has been labeled a defender of child molesters all 
over the U.K. and US already.  One of the places he goes wrong
(see his first book) is posing paedophilia as a phenomenon
caused by psychic events, reducing it to a desire for punishing
the child for being so attractive and youthful (possessing
everything that the adult doesn't), etc.  Morris Fraser did
the same thing in The Death of Narcissus (and in Morris' case
it was [allegedly] self-hate, not an outsider looking in).  
Interesting that Kincaid is always talking about "childhood" 
as an empty category (a silly claim in itself), when in fact 
it is "paedophilia" that is an empty category into which you 
can pour any meaning.  And that is Kincaid's fatal flaw.

> Truthfully, I think _Erotic_Innocence_, while it doesn't make a
> case *for* paedophiles (which it doesn't claim to do in the first
> place), definitely makes a strong case *against* pedo-bashing and
> the witchhunt mentality that has taken over politics and the media,

But he makes the case against hysteria for all the 
wrong reasons.

> and I think he hits the nail on the head with the way he describes
> the child-molesting "script", and how every story the media can
> get it's hands on gets shoe-horned into that script, regardless of
> the actual facts of the case.  

I agree with you that he does do certain things well.
If I thought the book was worthless, I wouldn't 
be recommending it!

> He also is one of the few authors
> who has bothered to point out how the "child's" opinion in cases
> like Latourno and the Compton/Akers case in Maryland gets completely
> ignored by both the press and the law.

This is Kincaid's contribution and I would say that I
am 100% in agreement with him on the issues of 
misinterpreting events and ignoring what the participants
in the relationship actually think.  I think if Kincaid
had a bit more experience in the law, he might realize
that it' far worse than he thinks it is.  People's
memories of events and their opinions of what happened
can be totally and inexorably altered by their contact
with the authorities.

--

Someone wrote:
>>One of her main contentions was that girls are really looking for
>>a father and if their own fathers loved them properly there would
>>be no need for pedophiles. I'm sure that is part of it but I know
>>there is a lot more to it.

The claim that girls are looking for daddy is nonsense.
Read "Going All the Way" by Sharon Thompson for some
counter-intelligence. First of all, to show this theory
made any sense at all, someone would need to do a study
of the family situations of a random cross-section of
the population to see whether this correlates with 
having relationships with "pedophiles." 

This type of thinking is so simplistic and starts with
the untested assumption that girls who have relationships
with men outside their families are looking for daddy.
THEN the theory ends with that assumption as well. What
supports this theory?  Is it the fact that some girls 
seem to come from families that are not intact or the
fathers seem distant? This may only provide a social 
opportunity for the "paedophile".  In other words, it
may be that such girls simply have more free time 
(not taken up with family obligations) that might make
an outside relationship possible.

> In that message I provided statistics showing:
> 
>>Out of 1000 children, 333 will be born to unwed mothers. [33%]
>>
>>We know that 25% of children will live with live in a fatherless
>>home, while only 5% will live in a motherless home.
>>
>>Out of 1000 children, 250 will live with the mother as a single
>>parent. [25%]
>>
>>125 of them will be girls These girls are "fatherless" and would
>>benefit from a male influence.
>>
>>[Quoted from a Big Brothers/Big Sisters representative "we have a
>>very small number of men matched with girls"]
>>
>>This is a total of 12.5% of _ALL_ children, that are girls with no
>>MALE influence in their lives!  Absolutely EVERY single study ever
>>done that compared a man/woman household to a woman only household
>>showed that children were better off in the man/woman household.
> 
> The fact that of the matter is that 30% of the children living with a
> single parent, 25% live with the mother only serves to support the
> figures that females abuse children in 61% of ALL cases.
> 
> This is not a put down to women, but it is a _defense_ for men.
> 
> Back to my statement, I tend to think that the comment "girls are
> really looking for a father..." has more truth to it than people
> realize!

None of the statistics you provided suggest anything
of the sort.  Nor do they even suggest that a male 
adult influence is categorically important.
 
The same person (?) wrote (re the Nurture Assumption):

>O.K. How about this, you're both right and you're both wrong! 

The study you cite is only evidence that the theory
contained in The Nurture Assumption (to which I was
referring) is correct.  This new study supports my
argument.  Go to the original study, however, not  
a newspaper article about the study. The statement

>But parents are crucial collaborators in that process, 

>and that means that their role in shaping their children 
>may actually be larger than it first appears. How a parent 
>responds to a child's genetically-influenced characteristiics 
>may make all the difference in how those traits are 
>_expressed_

is a THEORY of the study's author - a theory not born
out by his own study, by the way, and one that is 
seriously called into question by Harris, who provided
the theoretical basis for Reiss's study when she published
The Nurture Assumption in article form 2 years ago.  

BTW, Harris isn't saying that parents have absolutely NO 
influence, obviously. A parent who influences who his/her 
kids hang out with can make a substantial difference.  
This has nothing to do with what people normally think 
of as child-rearing or  nurturing, in which is is posited
that the way we turn out has to do with the type and 
quality of interactions we have with our parents.

To repeat: Reiss' study does not show a "relationship code", 
as he refers to it, and his study didn't demonstrate the 
importance of parents at all!   Just the opposite, in fact.
His new nurture theory has yet to be investigated and 
tested, and thus far there is no reason in the literature
to think that it is accurate.  It shows how much people
really want to believe that parents' nurturning makes a 
real difference (i.e., on a statistically demonstrable basis).

 QUOTE: "Although such intervention studies are years away 
 from fruition, small-scale research and clinical experience 
 are pointing the way toward working with children's hereditary 
 strengths and weaknesses...  Genes do create certain general 
 tendencies, but parents can work with these by tailoring their 
 actions to the nervous system of the child."

"Pointing the way"?  We've all seen enough psychiatrists
telling us that their anecdotal experiences are pointing
the way toward something.  In fact, most psychiatrists
are still claiming that THEIR clinical experience points
the way toward the validity of the nurture assumption.

Need I say more?

'n.s. aristoff'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Freddy' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hello again,

Just to add to the 'name' debate. Does it really matter what we 
call ourselves, from the point of view of those who hate us?  
Consider this, if the Jews in Nazi Germany had changed their name 
to Vegans or Martians, would they have been less persecuted? The 
same with any other minority or movement that opposes the main 
ideology of a given society. The fact is, we call ourselves Saints, 
but to everyone else we'd still be hated, because they do not 
understand us. And they don't understand us, because they don't 
want to! The only way, I think it was Olivier who said it, but 
I'm sure we all agree, that we will ever convince anyone that we 
are simply a bunch of normal people, oh yeah who just happen to 
have a 'special' attraction to little children, is if they know 
us for what we are, and see for themselves that we are
not monsters. Like I said, it takes martyrs to move mountains. 
The only people who matter are those to whom the name is directed. 

We should call ourselves whatever we feel comfortable with. I 
prefer girl-lover, because it has a nice positive ring to it. 
And I don't love boys, so I'm not actually a paedophile, who, 
by the Oxford English Dictionary, which is the ultimate in 
English meaning, Paedophilia - sexual desire directed
towards children is in fact too narrow a definition, because 
my own feelings and those expressed by the overwhelming majority 
of us here, are much, much greater. Sexual desire is but a small 
part of the overall scheme. Its not so much the fact that we can 
have sexual desire for children that surprises others, as
to the fact that we could actually find children interesting 
in any way, sexually, emotionally, intellectually, etc.

After all, they're only children. And anyway its easier to 
condemn sexual desire, but perhaps not so easy to condemn emotional 
desire, whatever that is. Or love? How can love ever be condemned?

To me and you, I love girls. To everyone else, a rose by any other
name.....

Perhaps, if it really bothers many of us, and if it would help our
identity, we should have a vote on what to call ourselves. My 
suggestion is  Those Really Nice People Who Like Little Girls, 
But Not Just Sexually Although That Too, But Please Look At The 
Whole Of Us And Don't Condemn Us For Something You
Don't Really Understand Society.

My second choice is simply girl-lovers. (I know some are boy-
lovers, but in that case you'd be child-lovers, which somehow 
doesn't sound as good.)

Thats all,

Take care, and may your gods go with you, (So that's Dave Allen after 
me as well !)

'Freddy'
--------------------------------------------------------------------






Advert:
============================================
http://www.alessandrasmile.com
 Alessandra's Smile, an established USA 
 mail-order catalog of legal books & videos.
============================================
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USA: November 20th 1998
-----------------------------------------------------------------


 A federal judge has prevented a federal Internet-indecency 
 law from going into effect Friday.

U.S. District Judge Lowell A. Reed granted a restraining 
order Thursday, delaying enforcement of a law that requires 
companies to keep "harmful" Internet material away from
children.  Lowell ordered a 10-day delay, but was expected 
to extend it until a Dec. 8 hearing.

 The American Civil Liberties Union argued that the
measure, signed by President Clinton last month, violates
the First Amendment's guarantee of free speech and could be
used to unfairly prosecute gay men and lesbians, AIDS
activists or doctors distributing gynecological information.

 The editor of online magazine Salon testified Thursday 
that the law would force editors to comb through thousands 
of articles in the magazine's archives and purge 
potentially objectionable material.

 Complying with the law "would have the consequence of
purifying our site to make it acceptable to the most
conservative community in the U.S.," thus alienating the
magazine's core readership and causing circulation to
plummet, said editor and CEO David Talbot.

 Talbot said he believes some of the material published by
his site -- including a popular column by feminist author
Camille Paglia -- could be deemed harmful to minors.

 Requiring readers to provide a credit card number or some
other access code would also drive them away, Talbot said.

 "People don't like to hit walls or gates of any kind. They
want to move freely," he said.

 Despite some efforts to comply with the act, thousands of
graphically descriptive pornography sites remain easily
accessible to anyone with unfettered Internet access. Only
one of more than a dozen adult sites visited by a reporter
Tuesday and Wednesday even had made token efforts to
require users to plug in a credit card number -- the
adult-verification standard set forth in the new law.

 "I'm prepared," said Beth Mansfield, the self-described
Web mistress at PersianKitty.com, one of the Internet's
most popular directories of adult sites. "There's a lot of
people waiting until the last minute."

 Many if not most adult sites have long required computer
users to supply a credit card number to view their complete
inventory. But before making anyone pay, the majority first
tease visitors with often-graphic enticements designed to
hint at what's inside. And few sites have yet sacrificed
those come-ons.

 The act broadly defines material harmful to minors as 
anything that is "prurient" under community standards, 
depicts or describes an actual or simulated sexual act in 
a manner "patently offensive with respect to minors" or 
"taken as a whole, lacks serious literary, artistic, 
political or scientific value for minors."

 Despite this seemingly tough language, a multitude of
loopholes exist. Most notably, the act applies only to U.S.
sites and thus has no sway over the sizable stable of
offshore pornography sites.

 And even when companies do attempt to obey the law, some
adult-verification measures can easily be thwarted.

 For instance, Web sites that demand proof of adult status
only at their home page can easily be accessed by anyone
who knows the exact address of other pages at the site.
Using this technique, a reporter was able Tuesday to gain
unchecked access into the only site visited that even
attempted to erect a gate at its front door. And by
Wednesday, the site had even abandoned that effort.

 The limited effectiveness of adult-verification measures
is one of the key arguments that opponents of the act made
in asking a federal judge to suspend enforcement until a
final court challenge is heard.

 "We can demonstrate that these technological means are
not widely available and somewhat burdensome," said
attorney David Sobel with the Electronic Privacy
Information Center, one of the groups suing to have it
overturned as unconstitutional. "Not to mention one of the
extremely intrusive side-effects, which is the loss of
anonymity."

 Sobel's group and the other plaintiffs also argued that
the act's restrictions will affect not only adult Web sites
but also those dedicated to contraception, safe sex and
other sexual topics that aren't specifically pornographic.

 But all eyes will be on the Justice Department, because
the agency itself raised concerns about the measure's
constitutionality only a week before President Clinton
agreed to include it in the budget. In a letter to
Congress, U.S. Assistant Attorney General L. Anthony Sutin
also warned at the time that some parts of the bill were
ambiguous and could be difficult to enforce.

 Although the agency charged with enforcement wasn't
talking Wednesday, some opponents were preparing a novel
protest event.

 Today at noon, Danni Ashe, the founder and star of Danni's
Hard Drive, a sort of Internet fan club for strippers,
models and adult film stars, plans to appear in a
performance billed as "Un-Strip For Freedom '98." In a
live broadcast to be transmitted via Internet video, Ashe
and 11 of her peers plan to stage a reverse burlesque in
which they first appear nude and then slowly dress
themselves until fully clothed. At that point, they plan to
hold up signs stating: "I comply."

 Ashe said the event is designed to protest the impending
loss of civil liberties.

 "It's really terrible, it's wide sweeping censorship,"
Ashe said of the act.

--------------------------------------------------------------



Snippets:
--------------------------------------------------------------

UK: Nov 98

A government minister today rebuked local education authorities
for reportedly keeping unofficial 'blacklists' of teachers
they believe should not work with children.

In a survey of LEAs by BBC2 education programme Just One Chance,
39 admitted keeping unofficial blacklists of teachers suspected
of being paedophiles.

--

UK: Nov 98

Child witnesses are to be fast-tracked through the 
legal system.  Under the guidelines agencies must work 
more closely together, and all child abuse cases must 
be transferred or committed withing 38 days of the first
appearance.  All committed cases are to be heard for
plea and directions within four weeks, and are to be 
finalised or listed for trial or sentence within 13 weeks.

--

Nov 98

UK: A six year 1.8 million [pound] Department of Health 
study found that one in seven children in residential 
children's homes claimed to have had sex while in 
care.

--

November 98

UK: Police officers have damaged the chance of e-mail evidence 
being accepted in court, because they have routinely 
obtained access to information about Internet users without 
court orders, and intercepted e-mail without Home Secretary's 
tapping warrants. These revelations - made during a law enforcement 
seminar officially closed to the press - confirmed that private 
policing practices can vary from public statements by senior 
police officers. Last Sunday Detective Chief Superintendent 
Keith Akerman, chairman of the Association of Chief Police 
Officers (ACPO) Computer Crime Group, assured readers of a 
Sunday newspaper that 'applications to intercept email require 
a warrant signed by the Home Secretary under the Interception 
of Communications Act'. However, at the seminar, fellow
officers had revealed how email had been intercepted
'without' a warrant.  Police officers revealed that main control 
on email is the use of special forms - the Section 28(3)
request form - which certify that ISPs passing information 
to police are not in contravention of the Data Protection 
Act. But the forms are unchecked by the courts and only 
require the signature of a police officer ranked no higher 
than inspector.  Over the last few years, most police 
forces have used forms they have printed out themselves 
to try to gain evidence from ISPs. 'We've done this on 
numerous occasions,' said Tony Neate of the ACPO Computer 
Crime Group.

The meeting was also told that police forces are considering 
forming a National Computer Crime Unit to co-ordinate 
policing the net and computer fraud.

--

USA:  Elephant a member at the United Nations

11/17/98

UNITED NATIONS, Nov 17  - There was panic at the United 
Nations on Tuesday ahead of Wednesday's unveiling of a 
bull elephant statue with a life-size sexual organ. 

A senior UN official was worried that the member's large 
proportions might upset children visiting the United 
Nations, UN sources said. 

Various scenarios were being discussed, including radical 
surgery on the bronze statue, the sources said. 

UN chief Kofi Annan is due to unveil the statue, which is 
a gift from the governments of Kenya, Namibia and Nepal, 
in the UN grounds.

Bulgarian-born sculptor Mihail Simeonov tranquilized a 
wild bull elephant and took a cast of it before releasing 
the beast unharmed into the wild.

--

 Greece, November 7th 1998

 A 13 year old girl from a desperately poor family of 24 was
jailed in a maximum security prison in Greece for a crime
she committed when she was six.

 Both her jailing and the alleged sexual activity during 
her custody among adult prisoners has dealt a new blow 
to the credibility of the Greek legal system, already 
reeling from corruption and prostitution scandals in the
police department.  

Police told the girl's father she had been convicted in her
absence three years ago, for allegedly stealing 45,000
drachma (about $120) from a department store in 1991.

A public prosecutor who found out about the case called a
judge who ordered the girl to be released.

--

Sweden, November 1998
                        
A new Swedish law about handling of personal
information by computers took effect on 24 October 
1998. The law makes much of the publication of 
information about individual persons on the 
Internet illegal - such as criticism of named persons, 
publication of lists of references in scientific 
papers, or the sending of e-mail messages outside 
of Europe.       

----------------------------------------------------------



UK, November 1998
----------------------------------------------------------

 Families switch off television to surf Internet


 PERSONAL computers have changed the nature of British
family life, dominating dinner table conversation and
challenging television as the favoured entertainment, says
a report this week.

 The two-year study of 500 households reveals a snapshot of
domestic life where family members vie to surf the
Internet, and where computers have become a more popular
topic of conversation than football, relationships, sex and
hobbies. With one in four households owning a computer -
more than those with satellite television or a mobile phone
- the home computer is usurping the dog as man's best
friend.

 Although television just beats the computer for popularity
at home, the average PC owner spends more than seven hours
a week at the keyboard. From 6pm to 8pm, families with
computers are more likely to be in front of a monitor than
watching soap operas such as Coronation Street and
EastEnders.

 Richard Taversham of Microsoft, which commissioned the
study, said: "The home PC is no longer the preserve of the
well-off or the highly PC-literate. People spend more time
with their computer than most other domestic activities,
such as cooking, eating at home, reading, gardening,
exercising or doing housework."

 The study is the most detailed examination yet of British
attitudes to home computers. It contradicts previously held
beliefs that computers have become the preserve of the
young. Opinion Research International found that the
over-60s spend more time on their home computers than any
other age groups and talk more about computers than anyone
else.

 40 per cent of Net newcomers are female, helping to redress 
the male/female ratio. The fastest growing group of users 
is among those people aged 14-17 years, 47 per cent of whom
are girls. 

 Twenty years ago, children were caught reading under the
bedclothes or listening to the radio while their parents
expected them to be sound asleep. Today, they sneak out of
bed to use the computer, according to the study which
found that more than a third of under-10s were caught using
the home computer after 10pm.

 More than two-thirds of computer owners use their machine
for word-processing, with over half admitting to playing
computer games. One in three school-age children do their
homework electronically, although girls are more likely to
do so than boys.

 The Nowaks, from Forest Hill, south London, are among the
20 per cent of families who have two or more home
computers. Stefan Nowak, a computer consultant, said: "They
have enabled me to work from home and, in our family, the
computer has become the primary source of entertainment
instead of television. My eldest son, Aleks, is more likely
to spend the evening playing games or on the Internet than
watching television."

----------------------------------------------------------



Book review:
----------------------------------------------------------

Title:     CONTEMPORARY SOCIETY - CHILDHOOD AND COMPLEX ORDER
Editors:   Georg Pfeffer and Deepak Kumar Behera
Publisher: Manak Publications (P) Ltd
           G-19, Vijay Chowk, Laxmi Nagar,
           New Delhi 110092, India
           Price: US$16

This Festschrift explores two, broad interrelated themes: changing nature of
childhood in our contemporary society and childhood from a global perspective.
Most of the contributors also try to highlight the invisibility of childhood.
The 22 contributors are from the UK, Brazil, the US, Australia, Belgium,
Albania, Spain, Germany, Greece, Austria, Denmark and India. These are
organised in eight sections: childhood research and the time of childhood,
children's rights, the girl child, children with special problems, preschool
and school children, and children's (adolescents') sexual behaviour. The
volume also examines whether children's notion of childhood can be taken as a
basis for restructuring childhood. Towards this end theoretical issues,
children's experiences and activities, their nature and the scope for their
social participation in a complex order are discussed.

The editors' introduction to the volume attests to their understanding of the
field as a whole and indicates its scope and limits. They highlight the
changes in the adults' perception of childhood and the ambivalence and
contradiction in their attitude to childhood. They also point out the vast gap
between our romanticised notions of sweet innocence and freedom, fantasy, play
and opportunity and the bitter reality of disease, deprivation and abandonment
suffered by millions of children.

Children in modern societies are relegated to a marginal, insignificant
status: their impulses, desires and aspirations are judged by adult standards
and they are given little control over their lives. They are treated as
possessions of their parents, and are never permitted to cross the domestic
threshold into the public realm.

In the first section the hiatus between children's world-view and adults'
world-view in terms of the experience of space, time and texture, the
definition of children's needs and problems according to adults' perception of
these, the democratic nexus in social change vis-a-vis "the politics of
childhood" in Germany are discussed.

It is also pointed out that western and westernised modes of temporalisation
compress human existence into linear form and render childhood into just a
period of compulsory preparation and waiting. The need for developing more
participatory orientation in children, for proper alignment of the natural
generation of an individual to his/her classificatory generation set (so that
a child younger in age is not intrigued by his/her being placed in the older
generation vis-a-vis his relation to another older child) are also discussed.

The discussion on the changing international paradigm of children's rights
from rights to care and protection to the child's right to human dignity and
individual personality highlights the right to social and psychological space
for the child. The succinct formulation of children's rights in terms of three
Ps - right to protection, provision and participation - and the rights "to
education, through education and in education" bring home the essence of their
rights. The review of the various approaches adopted to promote children's
rights and formulate childhood policies in the industrialised countries, on
the basis of the data collected for an international project, will give useful
leads for countries like India which are thinking of addressing this problem.
The need for a guided and moderated transition from childhood (through
adolescence) to adulthood is brought home by a comparison of children who had
to make the transition abruptly and those who were cushioned.

The problem of the well documented increase in the incidence of child abuse is
discussed from the perspective of social change in terms of the dominant image
of childhood and the transition from modernity to the post-modern condition.

Role of neighbourhood in two localities in Australia - one with a high number
of children and one almost without it - street children who are struggling to
survive and juvenile and adolescent sexuality in Brazil, discrimination
against girls in India, impact of socioeconomic crisis on children in Albania,
meaning ascribed to their school experience by children, and parental
influence on adolescent sexual behaviour and attitude in Greece, are also
explored. The absence of any reference whatsoever to Erikson's classic on the
subject <Childhood and Society> in an otherwise well-documented compendium of
articles is conspicuous.

The quality of scholarship which has gone into the contributions (of course,
it is uneven) and the relatively coherent focus on childhood from a
sociological perspective at once attest to the academic renown of Professor
Satya Narayana Ratha and the efforts of the editors in presenting the
Festschrift. It will be interesting and useful for scholars in sociology and
child development.

[D. Raja Ganesan]

>From the BOOKS section of THE HINDU, November 17, 1998
------------------------------------------------------------------



Academic paper:
------------------------------------------------------------------

The Sexual Experience of Young People

by Dr. A.X. van Naerssen

Staatscourant 246, Thursday, 19 December 1996

[With special thanks for the translator and for the author's permission for
translating and publishing the article.] [Text in square brackets represents
additions to, or elaboration on, the author's own wording, made by the
translator for the sake of clarity.] [The Staatscourant is a Dutch daily
publication whose most important function is publication of formal directives
issued by the national ministries. It also publishes news and opinions
relating to law- and policy-making.]

[start]

Although child pornography must be vigorously opposed, the government has not
shown enough restraint where the sexual experience of young people is
concerned. Criminalizing nonviolent sexuality contributes to the growth of
real criminality.

Marc Dutroux was arrested in Belgium in the beginning of August and accused of
abduction, sexual abuse, and murder of a number of young girls. He turned out
to have been convicted previously on multiple rape charges and had been
released without any psychiatric or psychological treatment before completing
his prison sentence. Public indignation, at first directed at Dutroux, a
psychopath and violent pedophile, turned, after a few weeks, into rage over
the incompetence and corruption of police, the judiciary, and politicians. On
October 20, many hundreds of thousands of people demonstrated in Brussels
against the decision of the Court of Appeals to remove Judge Connerotte, who
was leading the investigation, from the Dutroux case. Connerotte had claimed
that the case involved not only a psychologically disturbed sexual delinquent,
but possibly also a network of individuals involved in criminality, child
prostitution, and child pornography.

Sexual exploitation

Coincidentally (for planning had started years before) the world conference
against commercial exploitation of children was held in Stockholm from August
27-31. It had been organized by the Swedish government in cooperation with
UNICEF and several organizations which concern themselves with child
prostitution, in particular in Thailand and in the Philippines. The Dutroux
case and the conference received wide coverage in the media, and there were a
number of formal questions raised in the [Dutch] Parliament. On 29 October,
the Minister of Justice, Ms. Sorgdrager, presented a letter to the Parliament
with an extensive report on this conference, in which she commented, "The
impact of the conference has probably gained some force through the tragic
events in Belgium which have come to light during the conference."

She went on to announce an evaluation of the new morals' laws concerning
sexual contacts with minors [for contacts with 12- to 16-year-olds, the police
can no longer independently initiate an investigation] and child pornography
(about borderline cases). These laws had been changed or had gone into effect
in December 1991, September 1994, and February 1996. She also announced a
proposal to eliminate the general ban on brothels. Finally, she stated that
she wanted to deal with sex tourism and with trade in videotapes containing
images of naked children; that sex education with respect to sexual violence
should be broadened, as should the treatment (usually not voluntary) of sexual
delinquents; and that the information systems with respect to child
pornography and white slavery should be improved, as should international
investigation of violence and abuse.

With regard to this energetic and comprehensive approach, in particular in the
area of criminal justice, the question arises whether the government isn't at
odds with the traditional principle that it should play a restrained role in
the sexuality of its citizens, and, considering the moment in which she
formulates this policy, whether she is not letting herself be led too much by
the massive media coverage of -- and the public reactions to -- the events in
Belgium and the conference in Sweden. These questions are not easily answered.
First an attempt will be made to outline the changes in sexual morals
legislation, and then a possible explanation for the announced policy will be
given.

Not a morals referee

Since the mid-sixties, the idea has taken shape in the government that it must
not be a moral referee where sexuality is concerned, and must leave people
free, as much as possible, in the expression of their sexuality. In the course
of 25 years, a number of articles were done away with or changed. Article
248bis, criminalizing homosexual acts with 16- to 21-year-olds, was
eliminated. Sale of contraceptives is no longer a criminal act. The article on
abortion was interpreted more broadly; the divorce laws were liberalized;
production and sale of almost all pornography became legal; and being nude in
certain locations was permitted. In all these matters, one could speak of
decriminalization; behavior that had been punishable became "ordinary."
Attention was shifted more and more to sexual violence (rape and indecent
assault), which was made punishable within a marriage or an equivalent
relationship, and to sexual abuse within the family and in educational and
social assistance situations. There was a reasonably large consensus for this,
even though in practice there were often serious problems in arguing cases in
court. This held as well for child pornography, in which it was conspicuous
that the conceptualization of "the child" and of pornography, following the
lead of the policy carried out in the United States, were significantly
expanded. Disseminators of images of sexually mature children were prosecuted,
as were disseminators of so-called nude photos in which no sexual acts were
depicted. The legislation remained ambivalent about the sexuality of children.
Sexual acts with a person between twelve and sixteen years old without
violence or coercion, and not in a situation where abuse is made of authority
or trust, remained punishable, although the police could only initiate an
investigation if a complaint was filed. That could be done by the young person
him- or herself, by his or her parents or guardian, and by the child
protection council.

The same ambivalence prevailed concerning doing away with the ban on brothels.
This had been advised since the seventies by the professional organization of
prostitutes themselves and by others. But the world of politics remained
divided, on the issue of the sexuality of children as well as about
prostitution, and resistance against liberalization came, as in all changes in
the law, primarily from the ideological side.

Legacy

The current cabinet was saddled with a legacy of previous governments in which
the CDA [Christian Democratic Appeal party] had taken part. In the first years
of this cabinet, primarily those problems having to do with drugs played a
role in the justice department, and various studies showed that there were
large differences of opinion within the police and the Justice Department. In
the area of child abuse, there was a refinement of the law on child
pornography. The old article was primarily directed toward commercial and
professional production and distribution. In the new article, the maximum
penalty was increased, investigation was made easier, and merely having child
pornography in one's possession was criminalized.

The concept of networks began to play a role. From a scientific point of view,
network analysis means that one focuses on peoples' social relationships.
Where sexual relationships are concerned, this technique is mainly applied to
the organization of homosexual and heterosexual relationships in connection
with the spread of sexually transmittable diseases, in particular AIDS. It is
related to epidemiological research, and is strongly dependent on the data
available about the sexual behavior of people and about the manner in which
the disease is transmitted. The mathematical models which were developed for
this often remained untested because the data were insufficient. This meant
that prevention policy was based on a broad strategy. Neither specific sexual
acts nor the chance of transmission assumed the central role, but rather safe
sex, that is, use of a condom by everyone who engages in sex. Insofar as can
be determined, the numerous campaigns did have an effect in homosexual
networks, but much less effect in heterosexual networks.

The problem in the case of child pornography is much more involved, because
both the producers and disseminators of this form of pornography -- since it
is forbidden -- keep a vanishingly low profile. However, they must pass their
product on to someone, and so the consumers are brought into the picture.
Quite unfortunately, it was claimed that these consumers were pedophiles,
adult men with a sexual preference for children. This assumption, maintained
primarily by the police and the prosecutors in a number of publications
lacking in scientific backing, had previously been refuted in a large number
of studies. Of the adult men who were convicted for contacts with girls under
sixteen years old, the vast majority is heterosexual, and thus the interests
of these men are often not limited to sex with underage girls. Furthermore, a
large number of girls from 12 to 16 years old are sexually mature. Rather than
pedophiles, what we have here are in fact heterosexual men with a preference
for teenage girls. The course of action was swept along by this mistaken
assumption, while at the same time the supply of child pornography in the
commercial arena was tiny if not nil. The result? The networks which were
discovered consisted primarily of small groups of men who provided each other
with pornographic films referred to in the vernacular and the media as:
pedophile networks. The minister also indicated in her letter of October 29
that practically nothing is known about the extent of production, national and
international. It appears that the present cabinet has made a fool of itself
by accepting the change in the law at the beginning of this year. Led by an
exceedingly questionable investigation, a law was passed which to date has not
yet led to the dismantling of a commercial network of any significance.

Prostitution

And now a look at prostitution. Doing away with the ban on brothels means that
one gets much better control over the commercial sector which prostitution
represents. The half-hearted policy of unofficial toleration has meant that
working conditions are poor for many prostitutes, that a relatively large
number of foreign women are working illegally as prostitutes, and that a
number of minors 13 to 16 years old are working as prostitutes. Prostitution
as a form of sexual violence has a much greater opportunity of taking hold in
this situation, although the situation in a large number of other countries is
much worse. The causes of degrading circumstances among prostitutes are in
fact always based in social disorganization: (civil) war, poverty, and a sharp
division of power between men on the one side, and women and children on the
other. These facts, supported by the theory of social cohesion and
disorganization, have been known for almost a century. The conference in
Sweden has only brought the present-day facts into focus. By putting aside the
ban on brothels, The Netherlands would make an important contribution to
[dispelling] the still widely prevalent opinion that prostitution can never be
a legal form of work. What The Netherlands cannot do is implement this policy
in countries in which prostitution takes place to a much greater extent in an
atmosphere of poverty and exploitation.

As for children, Dutch children are, in the year 1996, the healthiest in the
world, enjoy education until their sixteenth year, are not forced into child
labor, and become sexually mature around the 12th or 13th year. Beginning at
that age, they also start having sexual contacts, usually with agemates, but
also with partners older than sixteen, and in most cases without coercion or
violence. Nevertheless, this is criminal activity on a large scale. As a
consequence, in practice few people are convicted under this article.
Argumentation of the case is difficult if one party insists not to have wanted
the contact, while the other claims that the contact was in fact voluntary.
The simplest solution would be to do away with the article entirely. All forms
of sexual contact in which there is any issue of coercion, violence, [or abuse
of] an authority relationship, etc. are covered by other articles. As for
pornography and prostitution (and definitely if the ban on brothels is done
away with, and if carried out in a proper manner), the principle holds that
one may use one's body for commercial purposes from the time that one turns
sixteen. It is work, with supervision of the working conditions. Only in this
way can one do justice to the possibility of free sexual experience for young
people. Protection against violence and abuse must find their expression in
articles in which that violence and abuse are clearly described.

The course of action, as announced, is opportunistic. It is a hodgepodge of
measures, and it is at odds with any vision of the relationship between
sexuality and legislation. The Minister of Justice begins her discourse with
the following incorrect declaration: "The morals legislation in the Criminal
Statutes provides, briefly stated, for judicial action against sexual violence
and against sexual abuse of persons." This is how it ought to be, but this is
not how it is, partly because the Parliament, the police, and the Justice
Department under the former minister, who was not versed in criminal law, have
allowed themselves to be led primarily by a lack of well-founded sociological
and social-psychological knowledge of the social organization of sexuality.
Their thought process was too person-oriented (THE pedophile and THE rapist),
which has resulted in a preventive and curative course of action that is
doomed to failure. In such a situation, which has been carried on by the
present cabinet, a case like Dutroux, or a conference in which horrible
situations elsewhere are discussed, can, at any given moment, set the tone for
opportunistic reactions.

Severely disturbed

Dutroux is probably both a criminal and a severely mentally disturbed person.
Child prostitution and child pornography are undesirable matters, although
they may have less to do with the personal pathologies of people, as the media
and the cabinet suggest, and more to do with the opportunities to abuse in
societies which are politicized and disorganized. The situation in Belgium,
England, Thailand, and the Philippines is different from that in The
Netherlands. Nevertheless, it is in fact the non-governmental agencies who
busy themselves with combating child pornography and child prostitution
elsewhere, and who, with maximum publicity in mind, put subordinate phenomena
such as sex tourism in the spotlight, and, by doing so, draw attention away
from cultural and economic differences, and from corrupt regimes which
deliberately perpetuate child labor. And irrational use is made of scientific
data, especially by using misinterpretation of these to systematically support
a restrictive and dubious course of action.

For example, consider recidivism with respect to morals offenses. This varies,
according to the minister, from 20% to 40%. Which implies that 80% to 60% do
not commit repeat offenses. Nevertheless, "a fine-mesh network of treatment
facilities" is to be put in place, treatments which "cannot take place
strictly on a voluntary basis, considering that the intrinsic motivation is
generally lacking in morals offenders." This can only be called a cosmetic
operation, to pacify those who wish to marginalize sexual delinquents.

Recidivism

In the first place: how do you determine who will get the treatment, when the
majority do not repeat their offense? In the second place: even TBS [a
provision for involuntary institutionalization outside the Dutch prison
system] cannot be considered mandatory treatment, but rather mandatory
institutionalization, and is thus in practice a continuation of the prison
sentence. Thirdly, young sexual delinquents are forced to participate in a
resocialization program, and that should not be called treatment but rather a
mandatory service penalty.

Psychiatric and clinical-psychological treatment is traditionally based on the
subjective suffering of a client and the voluntary motivation to be treated.
This often goes against the grain of some helping professionals, who,
strangely enough, are less fiercely motivated by recidivism in the case of
white collar crime, but once it involves sex, are more than eager to meddle
with people who are not psychiatrically deviant, but socially deviant.

For it has to be said: there are no indications that the majority of rapists,
incest offenders, and pedophiles are mentally disturbed; the issue is a social
problem. Treatment is directed toward the subjective suffering of people, and
not toward social control.

In summary: at this moment, the Dutch government is showing anything but
restraint with respect to the sexuality of its (often young) citizens. It
impedes them in experiencing their sexuality freely, it ascribes mental
disturbances and involuntary treatments to them, it searches for possibilities
to criminalize their naked beauty and spontaneity, and it lets itself be
selectively influenced by scientific findings about human sexuality. Let the
course of action be based on the postulate that criminalization of nonviolent
sexuality diminishes the cohesion of Dutch society, and in doing so
contributes to the expansion of real criminality.

--

Dr. A.X. van Naerssen is principal lecturer on clinical-
psychological aspects of sexuality at the University of Utrecht.
------------------------------------------------------------------
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'Desire' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Yes! What a wonderful weekend! Marleen was actually there, and in no
time had asked me to play some tag with her. We did this and more that
day. How great to have a girl to spend the day with! Of course I had
to do other things as well, but much of the free time in between was
spent together with her.

That Sunday, she wasn't there at first, but luckily came later, at
first bringing her friend Eva as well. Of course I was again the one
she asked to play with (why ask everyone if you know who'll say yes?).
At some time I had to try and catch them, but then was told that that
was not enough, I had to actually throw them in the air. They made
things hard on me (Marleen went into the ladies', where I of course
was not to go, while Eva hid in a corner), but when I finally
managed to throw Eva, the game changed. They both wanted to be thrown
in the air many times and in all possible ways. Unfortunately, this
very much tired me, and after a while my upper arms hurt very much,
but the girls *loved* it! How wonderful to see a happy girl, and
know that you're the one who made her so! Marleen really likes me,
but then I guess she feels the same for everyone who would be willing
to play tag according to her rules (among which are that she is the
sole one to decide whether a tag counts, and that the rules are
changed whenever she wants...)

Even my sexual feelings were taken care of this weekend. I spent the
night at the home of one of the organizers. Half of us went to
Marleen's place, unfortunately I was in the other (non-smoking) half,
but he too had two wonderful daughters. That morning we (that is, I
and the other guests) interacted with them, especially the oldest.
She was dressed in nothing but her pyjamas and an overcoat. The
overcoat lay open, and the pyjamas were short. Just when she was
leaving (she had to get dressed to practice the church's christmas
play, she played Maria, her sister a sheep) she gave me a short but
complete peek right up to her naked crotch...

--

My last posting contained a few errors. Here is what I meant to write:

> It's sad to realize it, but we do indeed have something in
> common that most other people don't realize.

The second 'realize' should have been 'have'

> Would include at least all non-C3's in my scheme, and probably some
> of them too.

'non-C3's' should be 'non-C1's'.

--

'Annabel Lee' wrote:
> I was just wondering if anybody else here is from the
> Netherlands and if you know of any support groups in Holland.

I'm from the Netherlands, and I know of two groups:

 NVSH werkgroep pedofilie

 Nederlandse Vereniging voor Pedofielen 'Martijn'

I have plans on joining the NVSH (Dutch Association for Sexual
Reform), in fact I am already walking around with the plan for half
a year. 'Martijn' will have to wait, all my post goes through the
hands of my landlady. She does not open it, but I would also prefer
not to have any revealing envelopes either. I like to be open about my
orientation, but somehow she's not the one I'd like to be open to.

--

'Ianthe' asked:
>    [ Why not just hit the 'reply' button ? ]

For one thing, a person often replies to several messages in one
posting.

  [ So, they can use the highlight and delete functions, yes? ]

'Desire'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Florian' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

To my friends and fellow girl lovers,

It's been a while since my last post.  I've just had my last exam, and 
I'm on three months vacation.  Three months of sun, swimming and meeting 
young girls.  Sorry to rub it in for you northern hemispherians, but 
summer comes but once a year to all of us, and I'm going to make the 
most of it.

DAVEBOY - I understand your disapproval of the word paedophile and its 
modern day meaning in society.  Believe me, I too have tried to search 
for a word which can truly represent our lifestyle.  I have thought of 
terms such as: girl/boy lovers and intergenerationalists.  But the best 
I could think of was paedosexuals, because at least this term puts us on 
a verbal par with heterosexuals, homosexuals, bisexuals, transexuals, 
etc.  I'm sure there's probably a better word out there somewhere, but I 
can't find it.  The only trouble with this term is that the other half 
of the relationship, the younger half, cannot be referred to as a 
paedosexual.  They, after all, are attracted to an older person.  

Ultimately, we should devise a term which can apply to both members of 
the relationship.  But in the end, I think all terms used are designed 
to separate and alienate us.  We are all sexual beings with different 
sexual inclinations and preferences.  No one sexual persuasion is better 
or worse than another.  Freedom of choice and expression should never be 
violated.

LUMIRE - Nice to meet you, and welcome to ASGL-L.  I think there are a 
number of us, here in ASGL, who are currently in college [university].  
It's comforting to know that I could be studying with fellow students who 
also happen to be girl lovers.  I agree with your statement about the 
lack of pretty young girls on the college scene, but if my campus was 
flooded with preteen girls, I dont think I would get any study done at 
all.  I make up for it, however, during vacation, playing with friends 
and neighbours at church or down the beach.  Im curious to know about 
the name you chose for ASGL.  I have experience in acting, but do not 
know of the character Lumiere.  Anyway, here from you soon.  Once again, 
welcome aboard.

For those movie experts in ASGL, could someone help me track down a 
movie from Scandinavia which I have been trying to get for a long time.  
It has been a while since I saw it, but I am 90% sure it was called Ice 
Palace, and set in a snow covered picturesque part of Scandinavia, 
probably Sweden or Norway.  It is about two young girls, about 11 or 12, 
who become friends, attend school together, but one of the girls 
mysteriously disappears and is found by her friend, frozen in the ice of 
a river glacier.  It is beautifully filmed, and the acting by the girls 
is sensational.

 [ It was shown on British TV, uncut, some years ago.  

  IS-SLOTTET ('The Ice Castle,' Norsk Film) It's about two eleven years old
  girls, Unn and Siss. The film starts with Siss visiting Unn. Siss wants to
  play a game including nudity and they both start to disrobe. After they have
  taken off all their clothes (something that takes a lot of time because it is
  winter and very cold), Unn suddenly says, 'let's put on our clothes again.'
  After they have put their clothes back on Unn starts to cry. When Siss asks
  why she says she is afraid she will not go to heaven because she is impure.
  The start of the scene, before they start disrobing, is charged with
  eroticism, and it is obvious that Unn is sexually  attracted to Siss. The
  next day Unn, on her way to school, enters a huge labyrinth made by a frozen
  waterfall, the Ice Castle of the title. She gets lost in there and dies. The
  rest of the film is about the search for her, and Siss's reaction. We see
  both girls completely naked, and they are extremely beautiful. The film is
  sort of artistic with long cuts and no action scenes. The time seems to be
  the fifties or thereabouts, although because it is set in the far countryside
  it could be almost anytime in the past couple of centuries. Even if you can
  get the film only in Norwegian it is well worth it. The dialogue is not very
  important, actually there is not much of it.- 'ST' ]

While I am on the topic of films.  European films tend to be highly 
ranked in my list of favourites.  One of my favourite films is Second 
Sight (Norway), about a young girl (about 6 or 7) who survives the 
plague in a remote part of the mountains, her fight for survival upon 
returning to her village, and her travels to be reunited with her 
father.  The locals believe she can foresee the future, hence the title 
of the film.  Maybe someone here could do a more in depth review of the 
film.

May the love of a child be yours,

'Florian'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Beamish' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'The Courier' wrote:
>'Beamish' wrote:
>> Well, if someone uses their college or library
>> internet access computers for personal e-mail, they
>> are asking for trouble eventually. I know, because I
>> was banned from my [...]'s computer lab for accessing
>> the internet and e-mail for personal use.
>
>Was this in a college or high school? True, I would still never
>access >ASGL-L in a school lab for fear of people looking over my
>shoulder, >but if someone did view ASGL-L in a lab I highly doubt
>anything >would come of it.

In my original statement, I said where the computer lab was but
Ianthe edited it out. He used "[...]" when editing. Evidently he 
thought it would shed too much light on my true identity. Suffice 
it to say that the computer lab in question was a public lab. In 
retrospect, I don't think my ban was because of personal use, but 
because of the sites I was visiting and the sensitive nature of 
the e-mail I was sending. (No, I was not doing anything illegal. :-))
Child-love is *so* misunderstood.

--

'sLeepOVER' wrote:
>Hello all.  It is with deep regret that I submit my request to be
>dropped from the list, at least temporarily.  Though I have
>enjoyed
>reading and interacting with you all, my fear and paranoia that
>somehow my connection to this group will be discovered, has given
>me just too much worry at present.  I will truly miss this group,
>and I >can only pray that someday soon I will feel comfortable
>enough to >rejoin. Bright Blessings to you all.

Oh no, not another one of our friends succumbing to paranoia! This
truly makes me sad. 'sLeepOVER', if by some chance you are reading
this, you will be missed. I have enjoyed your posts tremendously.
Please come back when you feel you can. I can't say I know what you
are feeling, but if it's anything similar to how I sometimes feel
about being 'discovered', it's an awful burden on one's mind. Good
luck my friend. *hugs*

--

'Ian' wrote:
>Also, I had a WONDERFUL experience.... I saw 'Lolita' on the big
>screen!!!

Lucky duck! I didn't get the chance to see it either on cable or
theater here in the US. I do hope it will come out on video, but I
am not holding my breath. I did hear it was an awesome movie
though. It's too bad I don't have any child-loving friends in town
who taped the movie, or else I'd borrow it.

--

On a personal note let me welcome the newcomers to our family. I am
glad you are here. Now a question I have... What is "UDN", and how
can I find out more information about it? Thanks!

  [ See the ad at the bottom of this posting ]

Ianthe... I can't recall seeing a post I submitted recently about
the Jeremy Strohmeyer interview on "20/20". Did you get it? It
would have been 3 posts ago, counting this post. Also, I switched
e-mail programs from Netscape Mail to Outlook Express. I have my
line length set to 67, the same as it was in Netscape. Let me know
if I need to fine tune it. Thanks!

  [ Line length is fine, but what is this interview ? ]

Well everyone, that's it for now. I hope to keep more up-to-date
regarding posts. Last week was so hectic with me attending a
convention which was in town, relating to my profession. *No*, it
wasn't a Pediatrician's convention! (LOL, I *wish*) *Hugs*

'Beamish'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'rasputin's dog' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

I am a new suscriber and I would just like to announce my arrival. I
will have things to post later as I begin to feel comfortable. Till
then.
                                       
'rasputin's dog'
-------------------------------------------------------------------

  [ Great name for a band, you've got there, RS ! ;-) ]



'Heather' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Aladdin Truelove' wrote:
> Canadian criminal law is defined by the federal Criminal Code. According to
> some issues of UDN [Uncommon Desires Newsletter], the age of consent for
> sex in Canada is 14. But, I have heard that some provinces have set it a bit
> higher (18 in some provinces). :-( Is this true?

I'm not in Canada, so take what I say with a grain of salt, but my
understanding is that this is correct. I know a Canadian who was
convicted of child abuse and forbidden from seeing boys under age
sixteen, then moved to another province and had that rule changed to age
fourteen.

If this is the case, then it's rather odd that the national age of
consent in Canada is *lower* than some of the provinces' AOCs, whereas
in the U.S., the national AOC is *higher* than in some of the states.

Thanks to Andrej, Xalex, and Desire for your added thoughts on the P
word - I ended up using the circumlocutory "adults who are attracted to
minors" wherever I could in my site intro.

I hope to have the site posted some time this week - will it be all
right to mention the URL here, in case anyone's interested?

By the way, I haven't much of a chance to explore girl-love sites - if
anyone knows of any religious girl-love sites, I'd love to hear about
them.

'Heather'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Aladdin's' Wish List...
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dear Mummy and Daddy,

Here's what I'd like for Xmas. (As if browsing the clothing ads in the  
catalogues weren't enough...)

- The videos of "Lolita" and "Lawn Dogs" and "Great Expectations"
- A membership to the Mary Kate and Ashley Olsen fan club
- The 1999 wall calendar, "Becoming a Ballet Dancer"
- A lifetime subscription to "Vogue Bambini"
- A gift certificate at Toys R Us
- A yearly admission pass to the Zoo
- Mischa Barton's telephone number

:-)


And no-one sings me lullabies
And no-one makes me close my eyes
And so I throw the windows wide
And call to you across the sky
--Pink Floyd's 'Meddle'

'Aladdin Truelove'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

'Simon' wrote:
>I told more than ten persons (family, friends and strangers) 
>about it and have NEVER made a bad experience.
>
>There are a lot of people who understand me and my problems 
>and many of them offered to help me if I feel down.

I thought I had this once with two friends I had known for years.
I told them about my affections and they seemed to understand
until I started actually flirting with girls in public. They became
afraid that I would get into trouble and get them into trouble also.
I worked for one of them and he fired me because he thought I
would damage his business reputation. Perhaps your experience
is because of the culture you are in. I'm not sure.

--

'Annabel Lee' wrote:
>Much of the reason that I haven't been reading this newsletter or 
>anything else having to do with pedophilia is that it keeps bringing 
>up this pain.

I am sorry to hear this. I have received much encouragement from
knowing that there are people on this list who love children as I do.
Some people will never understand but some will :-)

--

'n.s. aristoff' wrote:
>Is it the fact that some girls seem to come from families that 
>are not intact or the fathers seem distant? This may only provide 
>a social opportunity for the "paedophile"

This was certainly the case with A... She would tell me that her
father would not play with her like I would. He worked too much
and had no time for her. When she complained to him, he said
that she just didn't understand about work (although I was working
too). It was soon after that the he had a talk with me and told me
that he didn't like the interaction I was having with her. Our
relationship ended soon thereafter because she ended up coming
over to our house to play with me and her parents didn't like it.

'Sanctuary'
-----------------------------------------------------------------





Advert:
============================================
http://www.alessandrasmile.com
 Alessandra's Smile, an established USA 
 mail-order catalog of legal books & videos.
============================================
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   [ 1.  The ASGL-L archive has been updated with postings 
         from the start of 1998 to now...

         http://208.232.135.168/asgl/archive.html

         My thanks to people who offered ftp space for
         the archive, which so far (cross fingers) hasn't 
         needed to be used.

     2.  We now have 360 ASGL-L subscribers.  So don't all rush 
         for the new archives at once, or you'll crash the
         server :)  ]



'Und-R-ten' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Well,  I'm glad to see there is a place for us girl lovers to 
confide in each other in a flame and spam free environment.  
I've been a Girl Lover for years and have had some great 
relationships with some beautiful pre teen girls.  Right now 
I have a female friend who has a pre teen daughter who I am 
becoming very close with and my friendship with this child 
is encouraged my her family.  It is a great and secure feeling 
that our relationship and closeness is encouraged.

I would like to tell you all a true tale that happened about 
3 months ago.  Being a girl lover I have to admit my guilt
at being quite the voyeur.  You see, whenever I get the chance 
to, especially on the bus or train, I love to sit across from 
pre teen girls and I usualy get a free show. It almost never 
fails.

On the busses where I live all of the seats face foreward 
except the 3 seats in the front where they are on the side.  
This mother got on the bus with her pre teen girl wearing 
a pretty sun dress and adorable pink and white panties.  
How do I _know_ this you ask...  She laid her head on her 
mothers' lap and gave me the best show I ever saw!!  I 
don't know how far in detail I can go here on ASGL.  Maybe 
I will when I see this is posted.  

Hope to see some replies,

'Und-R-Ten'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Freddy' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone. 

Ok, let's get the grumble out of the way. I am
trying to choose my words carefully, because the
last thing I want to do is offend anyone on this list.
(I quite enjoy offending other people!). The
following rant is meant in the best possible sense of
support, I hope. 

Something that 'Lumiere' wrote concerns me:

>We got up to leave, rejoin my "adoptive"
>family, and I told her that it was pleasure meeting her,
>and -- because I had
>to, you see -- I hugged her.  She was rather
>shocked.  The next time I
>saw her, about a month later, she may have said
>'hi' to me once, and
>that was it, she wouldn't even look at me the
>rest of the time.
>A---- told me that she didn't like me because I'd
>hugged her.  I'm stupid like that.

Ok, what annoys me about this? I'm sure 'Lumiere'
knows, as he does say he's stupid, although I'm
pretty sure he isn't. It's about personal space.
Perhaps it's just me, because frankly I don't like
being hugged, touched or in any way infiringed upon my
person by a stranger, or even someone I know,
without being asked. It may seem trivial, but what
Lumiere did to this girl was wrong, becuase he did
not ask her permission. No wonder she won't speak
to him. Lumiere, you owe this a girl an apology.
Ok, if you asked her for her a hug, she might have
said, "no, thanks", but thats her choice. And
besides, she might well have said ok. And at least she
would still be speaking to you, giving you the
chance to develop your relationship with her, which you
could still do with an apology. Children respond
well when adults admit their mistakes to them, mainly
because adults rarely do. We don't know a child's
background before we take the time to get to know them. 
Of course! If that child has had a frightening
experience at the hands of an adult, such as being 
raped etc, a hug is the last thing they may want, 
especially from someone they hardly know. And yes, I've 
always stuck to this principle. Example, one of Lizzie's
little sisters hated being hugged, and I never did,
although she liked me a lot and would let me put
an arm round her shoulder occasionally and often sat
beside me at youth club etc. I would have love to
have given her a big hug, but I respected her wishes. 
We remained friends, even after Lizzie "fell out"
with me.  Ok enough with the lecture, I hope we get 
the point. But don't be offended, we're on the same
side!

Moving swiftly on before anyone jumps on me, I was
considering the feeling by Sanctuarys wife, that
someone else mentioned too.ie that girls are
simply looking for a father figure. I think it may
be possible that, in some circumstances this could be 
true However, I don't think it paints the whole
picture, even then.

I've known girls from very good families, with
excellent dads, who still found a place to love
me. 

(Awe, ain't that cute). Then again I knew one
girl, Karen, who had a pretty poor family background.
The mother was an alchoholic and the father left,
but she still had contact with him. Fortunatly she had a
really great grandmother who helped her. Actually
was one girl that I feel I let down, because I had to 
move away and leave her behind. She wrote me a really
nice letter, saying that she really missed me and
thought I was her big-brother. No mention of a
father figure!

Sadly, I went through a really bad depression and
burnt all my letters including that one, and one
from another little girl who told me she missed me 
because I was funny. So perhaps all girls really 
want is clown-figure?
(Tongue-in-cheek) :)

Also, sometimes relationships can become sexual.
How does that replace daddy? Why can it not be
that some children simply prefer adult company etc, 
as some adults, ie me and probably most of you there,
would prefer childrens company? Or would it be argued 
that such girls seek out men for sexual contact, either
because daddy doesn't give her it, or because he does?. 
I'm not, never will be, nor want to be a father. (I have
however played, what I hope to have been, an important 
role in many children's lives, and hopefully will do so in
the future.). So I don't really know the answer to that 
particular relationship. I suppose it's actually the little
girl who would need to answer that anyway.

Well, I think I've written enough for one post. As
to a name, I think yes, paedosexual is ok, but
still implies sexual attraction to boys and girls. 
Perhaps there can be boy/girl lovers & paedosexuals.

Anyway, 'Reservoir for now', (That's cheerio in
French, isn't it?)

'Freddy'
------------------------------------------------------------



'Bandersnatch' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

Here's another film from 'Sir A.J.'s collection that UK 
subscribers can see in the forthcoming week.

Sunday 29 November, 11.40pm - 1.10am BBC2

THAT NIGHT (Warner Bros, 1992) Add Eliza Dushku to the list of talented 
young actresses making a stunning debut. 'That Night' is set in 1957 and 
tells the story, from a novel by Alice McDermott, of a 10-year-old girl 
who spies on her 17-year-old neighbour (Juliette Lewis) and becomes the 
go-between in the older girl's romance with a kid from the wrong side of 
the tracks, while learning about sex and love. Two obnoxious boys 
torture the little girl, and she and her little girlfriends (Katherine 
Heigl is one of them) rub cream on their chests to make their breasts 
grow! Here, let me help you with that. Great 50s soundtrack.

'Bandersnatch'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'The Pretender' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'n.s. aristoff' wrote...
>Someone wrote: 
>>>One of her main contentions was that girls are really looking for
>>>a father and if their own fathers loved them properly there would
>>>be no need for pedophiles. I'm sure that is part of it but I know
>>>there is a lot more to it.
>
>The claim that girls are looking for daddy is nonsense.

So what are you saying?  That all girls who seek out the attention of
'men' are looking for sex?  Com 'on n.s., be realistic here.

Do you have anything to add that could support this?  

>Read "Going All the Way" by Sharon Thompson for some
>counter-intelligence. First of all, to show this theory
>made any sense at all, someone would need to do a study
>of the family situations of a random cross-section of
>the population to see whether this correlates with 
>having relationships with "pedophiles." 

No one would identify a study that included 'pedophiles' but there are
studies that look into 'sexual' relationships between "girls and "men
who are older" as such.  However that doesn't have anything to do with
girls who are NOT looking to have 'sexual'  relationships with men,
but who desire 'social' relationships.  

>This type of thinking is so simplistic and starts with
>the untested assumption that girls who have relationships
>with men outside their families are looking for daddy.
>THEN the theory ends with that assumption as well. What
>supports this theory?  Is it the fact that some girls 
>seem to come from families that are not intact or the
>fathers seem distant? This may only provide a social 
>opportunity for the "paedophile".  In other words, it
>may be that such girls simply have more free time 
>(not taken up with family obligations) that might make
>an outside relationship possible.

Well I can show you at least three sets of studies and/or statistical
results that a family with BOTH parents present is better for the
children than a single parent family.

I can also point out that for nearly 100 years the Big Brothers and
Big Sisters organizations have been providing male/female role models
to children in one parent environments.  Including man/girl matches,
even if there aren't that many of them.

Genetics indicates that children, much like with young animals, have
an inherent need for food, shelter and protection from predators. 
Parents serve an important role in this regard, one that can't be
denied.  

Both a man and a women comprise a parental unit.  So why shouldn't a
child, either a boy or girl, seek out a relationship to satisfy this
need, if it wasn't present?

That is my reference material.  If you want more, just ask.

<snipped for brevity>

>The same person (?) wrote (re the Nurture Assumption):
>
>>O.K. How about this, you're both right and you're both wrong! 
>
>The study you cite is only evidence that the theory
>contained in The Nurture Assumption (to which I was
>referring) is correct.  

No, the study was NOT done to support the theory of the Nurture
Assumption, and as such can not be used to support it.  The nurture
assumption is a theory, that is all.  Until the author does his/her
OWN work to substantiate it, that is all it will be.

>This new study supports my argument.  Go to the original study,
however, not  
>a newspaper article about the study. The statement

The article by Psychology Today is a valid summary of the study, which
I fully examined recently.

>>But parents are crucial collaborators in that process, 
>
>>and that means that their role in shaping their children 
>>may actually be larger than it first appears. How a parent 
>>responds to a child's genetically-influenced characteristiics 
>>may make all the difference in how those traits are 
>>_expressed_
>
>is a THEORY of the study's author - a theory not born
>out by his own study, by the way, 

Have you read the entire study?

>and one that is seriously called into question by Harris, who
provided
>the theoretical basis for Reiss's study when she published
>The Nurture Assumption in article form 2 years ago.  
>
>BTW, Harris isn't saying that parents have absolutely NO 
>influence, obviously. A parent who influences who his/her 
>kids hang out with can make a substantial difference.  
>This has nothing to do with what people normally think 
>of as child-rearing or  nurturing, in which is is posited
>that the way we turn out has to do with the type and 
>quality of interactions we have with our parents.

Here is another quote:

--

Parents can improve on their children's hereditary strengths by
encouraging their tendency to seek out experiences in tune with their
genes. "Parents should think of themselves as resource providers,"
says Plomin.  "Expose the child to a lot of things, see what they
like, what they're good at, and go with that." By offering
opportunities congenial to children's genetic constitutions, parents
are in a sense improving their "goodness of fit" with the environment.

For those traits that could easily become either assets or
liabilities, parenting may be especially critical to the outcome. "The
same temperament that can make for a criminal can also make for a hot
test pilot or astronaut," says David Lykken, Ph.D., a behavioral
geneticist at the University of Minnesota. "That kind of little boy
aggressive, fearless, impulsive-is hard to handle. It's easy for
parents to give up and let him run wild, or turn up the heat and the
punishment and thereby alienate him and lose all control. But properly
handled, this can be the kid who grows up to break the sound barrier."

--

Parents may not determine the entire route a child will take in life,
but they DO provide 'direction' for them.

> QUOTE: "Although such intervention studies are years away 
> from fruition, small-scale research and clinical experience 
> are pointing the way toward working with children's hereditary 
> strengths and weaknesses...  Genes do create certain general 
> tendencies, but parents can work with these by tailoring their 
> actions to the nervous system of the child."
>
>"Pointing the way"?  We've all seen enough psychiatrists
>telling us that their anecdotal experiences are pointing
>the way toward something.  In fact, most psychiatrists
>are still claiming that THEIR clinical experience points
>the way toward the validity of the nurture assumption.
>
>To repeat: Reiss' study does not show a "relationship code", 
>as he refers to it, and his study didn't demonstrate the 
>importance of parents at all!  Just the opposite, in fact.
>His new nurture theory has yet to be investigated and 
>tested, and thus far there is no reason in the literature
>to think that it is accurate.  It shows how much people
>really want to believe that parents' nurturning makes a 
>real difference (i.e., on a statistically demonstrable basis).
>
>Need I say more?

Yes, you do.  Reiss worked for over 12 years on his study, and it was
not done to validate the 'nurture assumption' at all.  Reiss used 12
years of real life study to back up statements made.  Can the same be
said for the 'nurture assumption'?

I don't have much respect for people who produce books based on their
'theories' when they have not substantiated them.  Anyone can do that.

When the 'nurture assumption' becomes the 'nurture assumption study'
with real results to back it up, let me know.

Regards,

'The Pretender'
----------------------------------------------------------------------
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   [ Press cuttings round-up ]


* USA: Judge rules library use of Net filter 'unconstitutional'
* Australia: Cleared brother relives year of hell
* Australia: Parents and pupils back sacked schoolteacher
* UK: Abuse 'tsar' to reform child protection
* UK: Child therapist quits in porn shame
* UK: 'Zombie drug' doses soaring for children
* UK: Private companies to get arrest powers
* USA: Government to track all financial transactions
* UK: Doctors embarassment means sex problems go undetected
* USA: Girls 'attended lewd party'
* Snippets
* Editorials
* Features
* Communique
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USA:
---------------------------------------------------------

_Judge strikes down use of Net filter_
 
An attempt by public libraries in Loudoun County, Va., to
use Internet blocking software as a method of preventing
patrons from viewing pornography is unconstitutional, a
federal judge has ruled.
 
The decision, according to the American Civil Liberties
Union, is the first in which a judge, who is a former
librarian herself, has applied First Amendment principles
to libraries' Internet access policies.
 
U.S. District Judge Leonie Brinkema said Monday that the
county library board's move to filter Net content on the
public-use computers ''offends the guarantee of free speech
in the First Amendment.''
 
On Tuesday, the judge ruled that the libraries' personal
computers could not be used with blocking software from now
to a possible appeal.
 
As libraries across the country struggle with the issues of
providing Internet access while preventing access to online
pornography, they should take Brinkema's decision as a
signal, said Pennsylvania State University professor Steven
Herb, chairman of the American Library Association's
intellectual freedom committee.
 
"Whatever decisions are being debated, one of the options
can't be filtering all (Internet PC) machines," Herb said.
"That's the clearest thing and that's good."
 
Last year, Loudoun's library board voted 5-4 to put
blocking software on its public PCs to protect kids from
pornography and to prevent sexual harassment of library
employees.
 
Blocking or filtering software blocks certain Web sites
screened by the software maker and other sites based on
words and content (sex, drugs, violence, gambling.)
 
In December, a group of residents sued the board. The group
called the use of blocking software a form of censorship.
The board meets next Tuesday to decide whether to appeal
the decision, the board's attorney Ken Bass said. "This is
not going to be the final word on the issue." 

Bass said there is a "basic flaw" in Brinkema's ruling
that there are less restrictive means of preventing
children from accessing pornography and lessening the
chance of sexually harassing situations.
 
Neither PC shields nor separate terminals would "accomplish 
the goal" of preventing the access of online pornography,
he said.
 
Federal judges in other recent cases have ruled for free
speech over curbing access to online pornography. Last
year, the Supreme Court struck down the Communications
Decency Act (CDA), which would have made it illegal to make
indecent material on the Net.
 
Last week, a judge in Philadelphia issued a temporary
restraining order against another law, called CDA II, that
requires commercial Web sites to block youngsters' access
to materials deemed harmful to minors. 

Meanwhile, cities such as Boston; Austin, Texas; and
Livermore, Calif., have ongoing clashes about the balance
of free speech and Internet access in libraries.
 
For now, Loudoun County library patrons won't be using
Internet PCs until the board decides what to do, public
information officer Linda Holtslander said. "Much to their
chagrin, they went to bed last night thinking they could
come in and use it, but they can't."
   
--

_Library Filters Must Go_

23rd Nov 98

Public libraries in a Virginia county may not install
filtering software, a federal judge ruled Monday in a
widely watched case that has become the first to determine
how US libraries will control Internet access. 

The [http://lcpl.lib.va.us/] decision to install blocking
programs "offends the guarantee of free speech in the First
Amendment," said District Judge Leonie Brinkema, who
ordered the library to yank the software from its computers
straightaway.

Librarians across the United States have looked to this
lawsuit, filed by the grassroots group Mainstream Loudoun, 
for guidance on whether they can legally install problem-
laden software that promises to ban pornography but cordons 
off much more. 

"The decision means that public libraries are fully
protected by the First Amendment," said, a Loudoun resident 
and a civil rights attorney who represents Mainstream Loudoun. 
"It means that a local government can't declare its local 
library a First Amendment-free zone."

Ken Bass, an attorney defending the county, said "The only 
thing to do in the circumstances was to comply with the 
order by turning off the Internet in its entirety."

  [ Durhh... this could take some time, Ken. ]

-------------------------------------------------------



Australia:
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_Cleared brother relives year of hell_

28th November 1998

UNFOUNDED paedophile allegations were ruining
innocent lives, the newly appointed principal of one of
Queensland's most prestigious Catholic schools said
yesterday. 

The 45-year-old Christian Brother, who spoke exclusively to
The Courier-Mail on the condition of anonymity, was cleared
earlier this year of sex assault charges involving a
nine-year-old student 25 years ago. 

He said the procedure for dealing with paedophile
allegations in the lead-up to court needed to be reviewed
because the "presumption of innocence had gone out the
window" and valuable police resources were being tied up
investigating dubious cases.

Nine months after Brisbane magistrate Bill McKay described
the charges against him as heinous, scurrilous and
malicious, the man now at the helm of a leading Brisbane
school said he was still trying to come to terms with his
"year of hell".

He said the emotional torture and humiliation he suffered
was the result of authorities being swayed by community
anxiety about paedophilia.

"Under the present system, an allegation suggests guilt,"
he said.

The principal said he went to bed an average man one night
and woke up branded a paedophile.

"I felt like falling off the face of the earth when a major
regional daily named me with these grotesque and revolting
allegations, months and months before the investigation was
finished or charges laid," he said.

The deeply religious man said he even contemplated suicide
on two occasions during the height of police
investigations.

"Some past students who were interviewed by police told me
that when they tried to say good things about me they felt
the investigating officers were not interested, they were
just looking at what could prove me guilty," he said.

"It seems to me that the authorities investigating do not
feel empowered to say 'this a waste of resources'.

"They really just want to wash their hands of it and send
it through."

He also said members of the community who zealously sought
out alleged paedophiles were not held accountable when
wrong, even when their actions destroyed people's lives. 
"I am still being pursued by a man obsessed with his belief
in my guilt," he said.

One man who has played high-profile roles in several
sexual assault cases against the Christian Brothers is
Oliver Clark.

On Thursday, a Brisbane magistrate said Mr Clark's
involvement in a case bordered on interference.

-------------------------------------------------------


Australia:
-------------------------------------------------------

Parents and pupils back sacked schoolteacher

21/11/98

Parents and students turned up at a hearing yesterday to stand 
by a teacher sacked over allegations of sexual misconduct with 
girls as young as nine.

Mr Robert Luke, 38, of Baulkham Hills, who taught at Galston, 
Roselea and John Purchase schools, was dismissed this year 
after being accused of sexually inappropriate behaviour between 
1991 and 1995.

Mr Luke claims the Department of Education has carried out a 
witch hunt against him.

Some parents and students backed him up at a hearing before 
the Government and Related Employee Appeals Tribunal.

His lawyer said some female colleagues were jealous of his success,
with one observing that girls aged 10 and 11 were "flirtatious and
coquettish" with Mr Luke, flocking about him like "bees to a
honeypot".

But some students defended their teacher to the tribunal yesterday.

"It's a lie," said one 14-year-old, who cannot be identified,
responding to the department's claim that Mr Luke, who coached her at
sports, was sexually inappropriate towards her. She denied anything
improper took place, saying she was aware of proper boundaries. If
something was wrong, "I would have talked to my mother, I would have
done something about it", she told the tribunal yesterday.

But the department told the tribunal it found the teacher guilty of
four departmental charges of sexual misconduct and his dismissal was
justified. Mr Gary Dawson, who led the investigation, admitted he 
had not directly interviewed any of the children involved but 
said he was happy to accept written statements on the allegations.

But counsel for Mr Lukes, Mr Joseph Busuttil, accused the department
of a "paper investigation" and a post-Royal Commission witch-hunt.

Mr Busuttil told the tribunal Mr Luke was a good-looking popular
teacher but some female teachers resented this, and one vindictive
colleague who gave damning evidence was "out to get him".

Counsel for the department, Mr Nuyall, told the tribunal that "it
seems most of Mr Luke's waking hours are spent in the pursuit of young
girls" and he was a "well set-up attractive man" who had not done
enough to deter students who got a crush on him. However, the mother
of a girl who allegedly fell victim to Mr Luke, maintained yesterday
that their relationship was innocent. And she accused the department
of attributing statements to her, expressing concern over Mr Luke,
that she did not make.

The tribunal has reserved judgment.

---------------------------------------------------------------


        
  
UK:
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29th November 1998

_Abuse 'tsar' to reform child protection_

Frank Dobson, the health secretary, will tommorrow announce 
a blueprint to protect children from cruelty and sex abuse 
by revolutionising often shambolic social services 
departments and introducing a network of child abuse "tsars".

The plan will begin with a network of inspectors and 
watchdogs whom youngsters in trouble can contact 
directly via special hotlines.

An inspection system will cover the private, local
authority and voluntary sector, replacing the current
muddle of regulation by councils and health authorities. 

The government plans to oversee nursing and residential
care, as well as setting up a register for agencies that
deliver care to people's homes. Eight new regional
commissions for care standards will monitor services for
local authority children's homes, fostering agencies and
nursing homes. 

Dobson is expected to speak of his proposals on BBC
television's On the Record today ahead of a Commons
statement and government white paper on social services
tomorrow. 

----------------------------------------------------------



UK: 
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29th November

_Child psychologist quits in porn shame_

A SCOTTISH child psychologist has resigned from an
Edinburgh hospital after pornographic magazines were
discovered in his office. 

Dr A is a world authority on the treatment of behavioural 
disorders. His work was highly regarded by families of 
children with autism and other problems, but he has 
quit his post at the Royal Hospital for Sick Children 
after being suspended by the hospital's management.
 
Police were called when the magazines were discovered in 
a cupboard during office renovations. They decided there 
were no grounds for any action.

However, Malcolm Wright, the hospital's chief executive,
said it was unacceptable for a member of staff to have
pornographic material.

A had worked at the hospital for 18 years and had built up 
an international reputation for his work on autism and 
attention deficit and hyperactivity disorder (ADHD).  He 
is believed to have started applying for jobs overseas 
while he completes work on a book.

A's sudden departure from the hospital puzzled parents
whose children were receiving treatment from him. They were
told by letter that he had resigned, but not why. 
Many parents have now been left without the help they 
had come to rely on.  Parents are considering an 
official complaint over the sacking.  A, who was a principal
clinical neuropsychologist at the hospital, treated 
children with a range of conditions, including neurological 
disorders. 

------------------------------------------------------------



UK:
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( See also the New Scientist editorial below...)


_'Zombie drug' doses soaring_

The health service is spending millions of pounds on a drug
for disruptive children which critics fear is creating
classrooms of sedated "zombies". 

The number of prescriptions for Ritalin, an amphetamine-type 
drug that calms hyperactive children, has risen from 2,000 
in 1991 to 92,000 last year. MPs have called for an enquiry 
by the Health Secretary into why this is so, and whether 
prolonged use can have damaging effects on learning and 
behaviour. 

The drug, available since 1957, is being prescribed to
teenagers and children as young as five years old. The NHS
bill for Ritalin was 1,636,000 last year and is expected
to rise beyond 2m in 1998.

Doctors say it is used more widely in towns and areas with
social deprivation, low incomes and high crime rates. 

Families with children on Ritalin may also qualify for
disability living allowance of up to 34 pounds a week. 
Special-needs teachers, who work with difficult children,
say that many parents regard this as an incentive to push 
for the drug. 

Ritalin, whose chemical name is methyl phenidate, is
designed to calm down children with Attention Deficit
Disorder. It is claimed that it works on 'the part of 
the brain that controls anti-social behaviour'.  The 
long-term effects of Ritalin are unknown.
 
But doctors fear that naughty children with no medical
problems may be also being dosed to keep them under
control.

They also fear that disruptive children are being given the
drug as an alternative to exclusion from school and costly
counselling courses.

"A lot of paediatricians feel very unhappy about this. They
are very reluctant to prescribe mind-altering drugs," said
Dr Harvey Marcovitch, of the Royal College of Paediatrics
and Child Health. "Many of us are very sceptical about the
causes of hyperactivity."

Doctors say that a shortage of child psychologists, health
visitors and social workers has led to a breakdown in the
support for problem children.

They are worried that children are being drugged because of
lack of help for short-term behavioural difficulties, and
that some GPs are not seeking the proper professional
advice before prescribing.

"Emotional disturbance is extremely common in children. 
All the surveys show this and it is often short-lived," 
said Dr Duncan Keeley of the Royal College of General 
Practitioners. "There has been a disappearance of
social services targeted at needy children. Poverty among
children has increased, family breakdown rates are up, and
so all the circumstances likely to lead to disturbed 
children."

Around 7,000 children are believed to be taking Ritalin
every day, although exact statistics are unavailable. 
Primary school teachers are being asked to assess the
progress of children on the drug and administer it every
few hours. Yet teachers' unions object to this. 
"Our advice to teachers is completely clear," said a
spokeswoman for the NUT. "They shouldn't be involved in
giving drugs to children unless they are properly trained." 

Angela Smith MP, who has been contacted by concerned
constituents about the drug, is today writing to Frank
Dobson asking for an enquiry into the steep rise in
prescriptions.

"I am sure when doctors are doing this they are acting in
the best interest of the child," said the Labour MP for
Basildon. "But when we see such an alarming increase around
the country we ought to be finding out what the root cause
of the problem is, and not just be treating the symptoms." 

------------------------------------------------------------
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28th November 1998

_Private companies to get arrest powers_

The Government is planning to give private security firms
the power to arrest people in a controversial move that has
alarmed court officials. 

The proposal would allow staff from firms like Group 4 and
Securicor to arrest members of the public for failing to
pay fines or breaching orders imposed by the courts.

The Association of Magisterial Officers warned that the
private firms often had a high turnover of staff who were
usually low paid. It said responsibility for enforcement
court orders should remain in the public sector.

Arrests could be made for breaches of any one of a dozen 
"community orders" issued by the courts, including probation, 
curfews and restriction orders, drug testing, and therapy 
orders.  Under the proposals, private firms could be 
responsible for up to 60,000 arrests each year. 

The plans will be included in Lord Irvine's Access to
Justice Bill, which will reform the legal aid system and
cut its costs.

Details of the controversial measure on private security
firms were circulated to courts staff last month. Harry
Fletcher, of the National Association of Probation
Officers, said: "Privatisation to low-paid staff is not 
the solution. The Government needs to fund the courts and 
the police to do the job properly . There could be major
problems when people from the likes of Group 4 or Securicor
try to arrest members of the public."

   [ And these would seem to be the kind of people who might
     be working alongside the remodelled police-style 
     Probation Service, in 'dealing with' paedophiles ?  
     Doesn't look too good does it, and there are also alleged
     links between organised crime / neo-fascist groups and 
     many private firms of security guards. ]

---------------------------------------------------------------
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_GPs failing patients with sex problems_

MANY GPs are failing to diagnose sexual problems in their
patients because they are too embarrassed to ask searching
questions - and would not know how to treat such disorders
in any case, a leading psychiatrist has claimed. 

A picture of distress and inhibition is painted by
Professor Michael King, head of academic psychiatry at the
Royal Free Hospital and University College School of
Medicine in London, who has just undertaken a preliminary
inquiry into sexual problems. In January he begins a
further 100,000, two-and-a-half-year study into the nature
and extent of sexual problems in England and Wales. 

The study, backed by the Wellcome Trust, aims to identify
how many people in Britain are experiencing sexual
difficulties and where, if anywhere, they are turning for
help. 

Professor King said, "Many GPs are ill at ease and 
embarrassed when it comes to taking sexual histories 
because they do not have the training. A majority are 
awkward and do not feel right with it. And many do not 
know where to send patients who may be experiencing 
sexual difficulties." 
 
Professor King hopes his study will provide a broad
understanding of sexual problems. "We want to know just how
old or young people with problems can be, what kind of help
they get and is the help of any use. Who would they seek
help from if they were prepared to talk about it, and does
the GP play a role in this?"

Professor King has already carried out a pilot study into
sexual dysfunction. The results triggered the present
study. Around 2,000 men and women, first in the London area
and later in other parts of the country, will be asked
about their sex lives on a questionnaire. Professor King
believes the answers will be more honest and less prone to
embellishment than if they were interviewed in person.

---------------------------------------------------------------
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_28th November 1998_

The federal government will soon track all financial
transactions at banking institutions and businesses. The
use of cash for payments over $100 may soon be illegal, 
and all paychecks will be made through direct deposit -- 
like it or not.

The proposed regulation will require FDIC insured
non-member banks to develop and maintain "Know Your
Customer" programs. All other federal supervisory agencies
will also enact the same regulation to prevent bank
customers from moving their funds to avoid the regulation.
All banks, savings associations, federally-chartered
branches and agencies of foreign banks, as well as credit
unions will come under the regulation. Even broker-dealers
and other non-bank financial institutions will face the
same regulation to investigate and report customer's
activities.

The proposal to turn banking institutions into
investigators and informants is outlined in a report
recently obtained by WorldNetDaily. 

"As proposed," the FDIC document begins, "the regulation
would require each nonmember bank to develop a program
designed to determine the identity of its customers;
determine its customers' source of funds; determine the
normal and expected transactions of its customers; monitor
account activity for transactions that are inconsistent
with those normal and expected transactions; and report any
transactions of its customers that are determined to be
suspicious, in accordance with the FDIC's existing
suspicious activity reporting regulation. By requiring
insured nonmember banks to determine the identity of their
customers, as well as to obtain knowledge regarding the
legitimate activities of their customers, the proposed
regulation will reduce the likelihood that insured
nonmember banks will become unwitting participants in
illicit activities conducted or attempted by their
customers. It will also level the playing field between
institutions that already have adopted formal 'Know Your
Customer' programs, and those that have not."

If a customer normally makes a certain amount of deposits 
and withdrawals per month then changes that profile, 
banks may report that customer to the FBI for investigation.
Under drug-related asset seizure legistation, mere suspicion 
of illegal dealing has in the past led to confiscation of 
funds.

The proposed regulation is, according to the FDIC,
authorized by current law. It comes from the statutory
authority granted the FDIC under section 8(s)(1) of the
Federal Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 18189s)(1), as
amended by section 259(a)(2) of the Crime Control Act of
1990 (Pub. L. 101-647).

Comments from the public may be sent to Robert E. Feldman,
Executive Secretary, Attn: Comments/OES, Federal Deposit
Insurance Corporation, 550 17th Street NW, Washington, DC
20429 or faxed to (202) 898-3838. The deadline is December
27.

--------------------------------------------------------
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28 November 1998

_Girls 'attended lewd party'_

Los Angeles 
    
A MOTHER and the male stripper she hired both face charges
of lewd conduct after parents called police following a
high school Halloween "girls' night out".

More than 50 15-year-old girls attended the party.

Prosecutors allege Steve Schmitt, 29, touched four of them
during his routine. They in turn touched him while he was
wearing only a G-string. Although the girls were apparently
willing participants, prosecutors said they were pressing
charges because they were under age.

Schmitt could face up to three years in prison if 
convicted and the 39-year-old mother of the 15-year-old
who organised the party is to be charged with exposing
minors to lewd material.

One girl's parents called police after their daughter 
told them what had happened.

-------------------------------------------------------
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Australia:

11/21/98
                        
SPECIALIST detectives will surf the Internet full time 
for paedophile websites and networks peddling child
pornography, under a new two-person unit aimed at 
cracking computer-based child exploitation rings.
                        
And delays in charging people in possession of child
pornography will be cut, under legislation to be 
introduced by the State Government giving police extra 
powers. Cases can currently take several years to
come to trial.
                        
The moves come after a four-month investigation by the
Child Protection Enforcement Agency (CPEA) to determine
the extent of child pornography on the Internet.

The trial, Operation Featherstone, resulted in only 
two arrests but several cases were referred to overseas 
authorities.

Police Minister Paul Whelan told State Parliament
yesterday a new unit called the child exploitation 
Internet unit would be established to try to 
infiltrate Internet paedophile networks.
                        
The unit would involve a specialist Internet operator 
and a crime analyst, backed up by support from regular
child protection investigation teams.

--

28th November 1998

UK: 

_Nursery abuse trial abandoned_

THE owner of a day nursery and four members of her staff
were cleared of child abuse charges yesterday after the
judge discharged the jury and the Crown Prosecution Service
decided not to seek a retrial.

Not guilty verdicts were formally entered against Roseina
H, 37, Diane G, 39, Sally W, 22, Susan D, 35, and Sarah H, 
23, all from the Melton Mowbray area of Leicestershire. 

--

Europe:

[ Techie snippet, on the ludicrous police demands to be 
  able to tap all of Europe's mobile phone traffic _in 
  real-time_... ]

>Only with overwhelming technical effort and expense would
>it be possible to make the data in GSM networks, to
>which the catalog of demands by the European police are
>oriented, available in real time. The evaluation of the
>transfer protocols of every individual relay station for
>the purpose of establishing [billing] charges alone for 
>the national GSM operators, which are tiny in comparison 
>with the [global satellite-based] Iridium system, take 
>"around eight hours," as Klaus Steinmauer of the 
>Austrian MaxMobil remarks.

   [ Working video-phone prototypes are now being 
     demonstrated by the DTI at UK export drives 
     in Hong Kong.  And they think they'll have a problem 
     dealing with _voice_ - the spooks are going to need 
     their brown trousers on when they see afforable 
     mass-market handheld _video_ phones :-)  ]

--------------------------------------------------------



Opinion:
--------------------------------------------------------

UK: Sunday Times, 29th November 98

_Get a sex life, media puritans_

[...] 
Last week appears to have been Moral Majority Week in
Britain. The Daily Mail thundered against the recent rash
of sex programmes on British television ("TV trendies are
destroying the moral fabric of our nation"). Yasmin
Alibhai-Brown in The Independent also criticised these
programmes for "killing off the essence of sexuality" and
polluting the sex life that she and her boyfriend enjoy. 

In The Daily Telegraph, Peregrine Worsthorne insisted that
permissive attitudes - specifically that sex might be
enjoyed as a recreational act rather than as a
procreational duty - were ultimately to blame for the rise
in paedophilia rates. All of these pieces suggested that
Britain would be better off keeping sex under wraps. 

I have no great desire to defend British television. I am
sure the recent spate of sex shows is the grimly prurient,
[...etc etc]

Worsthorne argues that the hysterical outrage that is
reserved in our society for paedophiles is hypocritical,
given that we happily endorse or at least tolerate other
anti-social, child-damaging sexual urges like adultery and
promiscuity. Embedded in this is an intelligent point: you
cannot claim the involuntary nature of all other sexual
urges and make an exception for paedophilia. Paedophiles
don't choose to feel paedophiliac urges any more than
married people choose to feel lust for people they're not
married to, or homosexuals choose to fancy men.
[...]

---------------------------------------------------------


From New Scientist, 28 November 1998                              
---------------------------------------------------------

                              
_Pay attention_
                              
A week ago, a panel of experts met in Washington DC to
hammer out a consensus on one of the most extraordinary
drug phenomena of our time--the massive surge in the use of
Ritalin to treat children with attention deficit disorder
and the related attention deficit hyperactivity disorder. 

The statistics are staggering. Since 1990, the number of
American children and adults thought to be taking drugs for
these conditions has leapt sevenfold and now stands at
around 4 million. In some schools, 15 per cent of children
are diagnosed as having ADD or ADHD, and regular Ritalin
handouts have become a daily feature of classroom life. And
while other countries have yet to embrace the drug with
quite such enthusiasm, some are heading the same way. In
Britain, the number of Ritalin prescriptions is doubling
every year. 

Unfortunately, the panel was on a hiding to nothing. For
the bleak truth is that there is no consensus about
Ritalin--nor even about the clinical validity of the
conditions it is prescribed for. Ask a dozen psychiatrists
and you'll get a dozen different opinions about the Ritalin
explosion and sharply contrasting views on whether the drug
is being prescribed too freely. 

Search the Internet and you'll come across thousands of
sites offering parents and teachers conflicting advice.
Newspaper and magazine articles tell of parents and
children whose lives were apparently transformed by the
drug--as well as other families who fought on without it,
and eventually saw their seemingly uncontrollable children
triumph. 

Feelings run high, but solid, unequivocal data that can
cut through the mass of personal testimony and prejudice
are few and far between. Ritalin is, after all, an
amphetamine-like stimulant which can be abused at high
doses. And despite decades of research, nobody really
understands what causes ADD or ADHD. There are some results
that suggest certain genes may predispose children to the
conditions, but the link is far from conclusive. And while
brain imaging studies indicate that children with ADHD may
have sluggish frontal lobes, this does not help much
because frontal lobes are involved in so many aspects of
behaviour and learning. 

As a result, we are left without blood tests or brain
scans that can provide unequivocal evidence. Diagnosis must
rely entirely on assessments of behaviour. And the problem
here is that many of the symptoms--such as restlessness and
impulsiveness--are found to some extent in all young
children. 

What makes the explosive growth in the use of Ritalin even
more problematic is that while the drug clearly calms
some hyperactive children down and makes them easier to deal
with, there is no evidence that it helps them achieve more
at school. In studies that monitored children in the US for
up to 14 months, for example, the drug made little or no
difference to either academic performance or social skills. 

Such findings will be grist to the mill for Ritalin's
gainsayers, who have long argued that the drug simply makes
children docile, while creating the risk of long-term
damage to brain chemistry. The way they see it, the people
who really benefit from Ritalin are the teachers, parents
and other children in the classroom, not the children who
are actually taking the risks. 

Many critics go further still, arguing that ADD and ADHD
are bogus conditions that mask emerging cultural problems.
Certainly, the world is awash with information and
distractions for children, and while parents' aspirations
for their offspring have never been higher, many have
little time and energy to spend nurturing them. Most
children probably have fewer opportunities to let off steam
than their parents did. And in the climate of the past
decade, nobody should be surprised if people have become
more willing to blame emotional problems on brain chemistry
and genes rather than, say, poor parenting and schooling.

Such factors may help to explain the suddenness of the ADD
epidemic, but they cannot be the whole story.

---------------------------------------------------------



Feature:
---------------------------------------------------------

28th November 1998

_What kids really, really want_

 A new initiative promises greater insight into children as
consumers,* says Roger Trapp *

Although corporations and their advertising agencies make 
increasing use of focus groups and other facets of the 
marketer's trade, there is still a sense of adults feeling 
they know best what children want. 

It is this situation that the London office of the
international advertising agency McCann-Erickson is seeking
to challenge with the introduction of what it describes as
a "child consumer initiative". 

The idea is a response to the growing realisation that the
modern child is perhaps more misunderstood than any of his
or her predecessors. While previous generations have
generally been perceived as behaving little differently
from how their parents did at that age, the explosion in
technology combined with changing social conditions are
felt to have brought about a different type of child. 

Marc Le Pere, deputy chairman and head of strategic
planning at McCann, says the agency's initial researches
indicate that many young children have televisions, video
recorders and computers in their own bedrooms - giving them
a great deal of control over what media they see. In
particular, through being able to tape programmes, they are
able to make a mockery of the 9pm watershed - and
presumably of advertisers' marketing plans. 

Moreover, he adds, the fact that many children are these
days given large amounts of pocket money means that they
have money in their own right as well as great influence
over parents through "pester power". 

But while that much is known - and is fairly obvious - the
details of children's desires and responses to different
types of communications have largely proved elusive. 
McCann Junior, launched last week, is designed to help
clients build awareness of the reality of the lives of
children aged between five and 11 years by issuing them
with a quarterly compendium that takes the form of a
brightly-coloured box. 

Its contents will vary according to developments at the
time but the box, issued in return for a subscription of
6,000 a quarter, will typically contain reports and
product samples covering product development and packaging,
analysis of children's behaviour and interests, surveys of
children's attitudes to marketing and an expert view on a
certain children's issue from a specialist in the field. 

The idea, according to Ben Langdon, managing director of
McCann-Erickson London, is to create "a way of getting into
the minds of kids and, most importantly, reminding
ourselves of what it is like to be an eight-year-old
again". In the first of what is intended to be a series of
strategic products, McCann Junior aims to provide
subscribers with in-depth knowledge of how "this highly
important market" thinks and behaves, of what it wants, and
of how they are influenced by existing communications. 
In addition to compiling collections of press cuttings
covering children's issues and the expert analysis,
McCann-Erickson is also conducting weekly focus groups as
an adjunct to the regular "pulse" research it carries out
with adults. Accordingly, it claims to have already started
to build a picture of the lives of children - covering such
matters as the growing US influence, their attitudes to
health and the importance of branding. 

Perhaps most importantly it is starting to learn that
children cannot be grouped in a single category, but - as
has already happened with adults - must be divided up. 
The first divisions were made along age lines - on the
basis that five-year-olds will have entirely different
interests and perceptions from 11-year-olds. As a result,
focus groups are split into three: one for children aged
five and six; another for those aged seven, eight and nine;
and a final one for 10- and 11-year-olds. In addition, it
was quickly realised that the groups worked better if boys
were questioned separately from girls.

Katherine Hannah, senior planning director, explained that
this was because at the lower ages, each gender thought the
other "silly" or "smelly", while later on such attitudes
gave way to competitiveness and sexual tensions.

It is not quite the same as letting the kids run the
company, but it seems that business is intent on injecting
a little science into the process of marketing to what is
clearly a powerful consumer group. 

----------------------------------------------------------



Italy, Communique:
----------------------------------------------------------

This is a translation from the Italian of a message put 
into circulation by <nobody@replay com>


STOP CENSORSHIP!

Although this message is anonymous, it is not spam. In order 
to say HELL NO! to censorship, we decided to put on line a 
cartoon seized in Italy under charges of "paedophilia". The 
URL is

http://www.geocities.com/SoHo/Nook/2279/bastacensura.html

The cartoon is PIE (Paedophile Information Exchange), by Miguel 
Angel Martin, taken from the comic book Psichopatya Sexualis, 
published by the Milan-based Topolin Edizioni. This comic book 
had been taken to court before, its publisher had been fully 
acquitted, and yet Deputy District Attorney Maria Rosaria 
Sodano ordered the seizure of the whole Topolin catalogue.

Sodano claims she has enforced article no. 600/3 of the 
infamous Child Pornography Act, which the Italian Parliament
passed on July 3rd, 1998. The article amends the Penal Code 
and establishes a harsher punishment for 'anyone who... distributes 
or spreads news or information aimed at enticement or exploitation 
of the underage, i.e., under 18'. It goes without saying that
Martin's work has nothing to do with art.600/ter, whose 
enforcement in this case is ludicrous and in bad-faith. In fact, 
we are talking about a cartoon, that is a product of creativity 
and free imagination, in which no actors or models were hired or
exploited.

To us, this case unveils the real meaning of this law and the 
purpose of its enforcers. These people don't care about child 
abuse; their target is any cultural work that undermines bigotry 
and the hypocritical notions of "normality" they wish to impose 
as an universal rule. These modern Inquisitors are so obsessed 
with persecuting "deviants" that they seized a work which had 
already been proven [to be] not guilty [illegal]. As the judge 
himself wrote in his verdict, Psichopatya Sexualis does not 
advocate the acts it depicts.

We could say many other things about the nature of the ongoing 
campaign against "paedophilia" (which is unbearably hypocritical 
and instrumental). We could describe the law-and-order, pro-
censorship hijack of the just worry about child abuse. We could 
say much more about the assault on the Net. We could also expose 
the role played by journalists, hacks and TV anchormen - these 
people gave up any dignity and professionalism, for it is much 
easier to build a lucrative career upon witch hunts and 
sensationalism. Eventually we could point out that child abuse 
(sexual and not) usually takes place inside the very institutions
worshipped by most witch hunters, i.e., the Church and the 
patriarchal family. But, well, just say that our choice (to make 
one of the seized cartoons available on the web) is to defend 
everyone's right to choose what can be read or watched. This 
right is in danger, because of liberticidal mass hysteria.

Will some other zealous magistrate or priest consider our action
illegal? We don't know. We don't even care. We don't belong to 
Topolin Edizioni, we are not acquainted with the authors of the 
seized comic books, we are not members of any of the several 
associations that have expressed their solidarity to Topolin. 
We'll remain anonymous. We aren't trying to avoid responsibilities.
We think we are much more "responsible" than those who think that 
only passive acceptance of the rules they enforce must be deemed 
as responsible behaviour.  What we are trying to do is assert our 
belief in the Net's potential as a virtually uncontrollable media,
still open to all those opinions and rights that the powers-that-
be want to repress. We also believe that free circulation of ideas 
and knowledge, as well as cooperation between those who spread 
them, can render censors ridiculous and make fun of all their 
attempts. This website may be condemned to a short life. We invite 
you to link it, nay, to save the pages and upload them elsewhere, 
in order to continue the defense campaign.


Per contribuire alle _ingenti_ spese legali del Luther Blissett 
Project nel caso " Lasciate che i bimbi", versamenti sul Conto 
Corrente Postale n.28374403 intestato a Roberto Bui 

---- The Luther Blissett Mythopoetic On-line Guide,

http://www.geocities.com/Area51/Rampart/6812/ 
last updated 6 September 1998

---- "Disobbedienza civile elettronica" del Critical Art Ensemble,
edizione libera anti-Castelvecchi: 

http://www.geocities.com/CapeCanaveral/Hangar/2558 

-------------------------------------------------------------------



ends
